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PART  I 


HIGHLIGHTS  OF  THIS  ISSUE 

This  listing  does  not  affect  the  legal  status 
of  any  document  published  In  this  issue.  Detailed 
table  of  contents  appears  inside. 

EXECUTIVE  SCHEDULE— Executive  order  placing  certain 

positions  in  Levels  IV  and  V .  22531 

MEMORIAL  DAY— Presidential  proclamation .  22529 

JOB  OPPORTUNITIES  PROGRAM— Commerce/ EDA  issues 

interim  regulations;  suggestions  by  6-2-75 .  22536 


BUSINESS  AND  INDUSTRIAL  LOANS— USDA/Fm  HA 
changes  interest  rate  regulations;  effective  5-23-75....  22536 

TRANS-ALASKA  PIPELINE- DOT/OPS  waives  require¬ 
ments  for  coating  and  cathodic  protection  on  certain 


sections .  22579 

CANNED  PACinC  SALMON— HEW/ FDA  amends  stand¬ 
ards  of  identity  and  fill  of  container  requirements; 
effective  7-22-75 .  22540 


COMMUNICABLE  DISEASES— HEW/ FDA  bans  sale  of 
certain  types  of  turtles;  effective  7-22-75 .  22543 

ANTACID  DRUGS— HEW/FDA  extends  effective  date  for 
labeling  of  certain  products,  effective  5-23—75;  and 
proposes  changes  in  test  procedures,  comments  by 
6-23-75  (2  documents) .  22542,  22553 

BAMADEX  SEQUELS — HEW/FDA  denies  hearing  and 
withdraws  approval  of  new  drug  application;  effective 
6-2-75  .  22570 

INCREASED  TRAVEL  ALLOWANCES— GSA  increases  travel 
allowances  and  prescribes  special  daily  rates  of  com¬ 
pensation  for  travel  to  certain  high-expense  areas .  22617 

(Continued  inside) 


PART  II: 

MANPOWER  PROGRAMS — Labor  revises  regula¬ 


tions  on  comprehensive  employment  and  train¬ 
ing;  effective  6-23-75 .  22673 

PART  III: 

MINIMUM  WAGES — Labor/ ESA  publishes  determi¬ 
nation  for  Federal  and  Federally  assisted  con¬ 
struction  . 22721 

PART  IV: 

RESIDUAL  FUEL  OIL  ALLOCATION— FEA  issues 
supplier  percentage  notice  for  June,  1975 _  99M)k 


reminders 

(Th*  ItMns  In  this  list  wet®  edltralally  compiled  as  an  aid  to  Pedkeai,  Rsgibteb  iisers.  Inclusion  or  excliision  from  this  list  has  no 
legal  significance.  Since  this  list  Is  Intended  as  a  reminder,  It  does  not  Include  effective  dates  that  occur  within  14  days  of  publication.) 

RuIm  Going  Into  Effect  Today 

Note;  There  are  no  Items  eligible  for  inclu¬ 
sion  in  the  list  of  Rules  Goino  Into  Effect. 

List  of  Public  Laws 

NOTE:  No  acts  approved  by  the  Presi¬ 
dent  were  received  by  the  Office  of  the 
Federal  Register  for  inclusion  in  today's 
‘  LIST  OF  PUBLIC  LAWS. 


ATTENTION:  Questions,  corrections,  or  requests  for  information  regarding  the  contents  of  this  issue  only  may 
be  made  by  dialing  202-523-5286.  For  information  on  obtaining  extra  copies,  please  call  202-523-5240. 

To  obtain  advance  information  from  recorded  highlights  of  selected  documents  to  appear  in  the  next  issue, 
dial  202-523-5022. 


Published  dally,  Monday  through  Friday  (no  publication  on  Saturdays,  Sundays,  or  on  official  Federal 
holidays),  by  the  Office  of  the  Federal  Register,  National  Archives  and  Records  Service,  General  Services 
Administration,  Washington,  D.C.  20408,  under  the  Federal  Register  Act  (49  Stat.  500,  as  amended;  44  n.S.C., 
Ch.  15)  and  the  regulations  of  the  Administrative  Committee  of  the  Federal  Register  (1  CFR  Ch.  I) .  Distribution 
Is  made  only  by  the  Superintendent  of  Documents,  UJ3.  Government  Printing  Office,  Washington,  D.C.  20402. 


The  Federal  Register  provides  a  imiform  system  for  making  available  to  the  public  regulations  and  legal  notices  issued 
by  Federal  agencies.  These  Include  Presidential  proclamations  and  Executive  orders  and  Federal  agency  documents  having 
general  applicability  and  legal  effect,  documents  required  to  be  published  by  Act  of  Congress  and  other  Federal  agency 
documents  of  public  interest. 


The  Federal  Register  will  be  furnished  by  mail  to  subscribers,  free  of  postage,  for  85.00  per  month  or  $45  per  year,  payable 
In  advance.  The  charge  for  Individual  copies  is  76  cents  for  each  Issue,  or  76  cents  for  each  group  of  pages  as  actually  boimd. 
Remit  check  or  money  mrler,  made  payable  to  the  Superintendent  of  Documents,  UR.  Government  Printing  Office,  Washington, 
D.C.  20402. 

There  are  no  restrictions  on  the  republlcatidn  of  material  appearing  In  the  Federal  Register. 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL  40,  NO.  101— FRIDAY,  MAY  23,  1975 


HIGHLIGHTS — Continued 


MEETINGS— 

HEW:  Advisory  Committee  on  the  Rights  and  Respons¬ 
ibilities  of  Women,  6-12  and  6-13-75 .  22577 

FDA:  Four  advisory  committees,  6-75  and  7-75 .  22568 

USDA/FS:  Northeastern  Forestry  Research  Advisory 

Committee,  6-19  and  6-20-75 .  22566 

Forest  Research  Advisory  Committee,  Me.,  6-12-75..  22566 
Interior/NPS:  Midwest  Regional  Advisory  Committee, 

6-9  thru  6-11-75 . 22565 

Labor/BLS:  BRAC  Committees  on  Productivity  and 
Technological  Developments  and  Foreign  Labor  and 
Trade,  6-19-75  22624 


DOT/NHTSA:  National  Motor  Vehicle  Safety  Advisory 


Council,  6-11  and  6-12-75 .  22578 

FTC:  Proposed  Corporate  Patterns  Survey  for  1972, 

6-12-75  .  22610 

HEW/OE:  Advisory  Council  on  Women’s  Educational 

Programs,  6-18  thru  6-20-75 . 22575 

CSC:  Federal  Employees  Pay  Council,  6-18-75  .  22581 

NASA:  Wage  Committee,  6-24-75 . 22611 

National  Advisory  Council  on  the  Education  of  Dis- 
■  advantaged  Children,  6-13  and  6-14-75 . :....  22611 


contents 


THE  PRESIDENT 

Executive  Orders 

Executive  Schedule;  placement  of 
certain  positions  in  levels  IV 
and  V _  28531 

Proclamations 

Memorial  Day  prayer  for  peace..  22529 

EXECUTIVE  AGENCIES 

ADMINISTRATIVE  CONFERENCE  OF  THE 
UNITED  STATES 
Notices 
Meetings : 

Committee  on  Informal  Action. .  22580 

AGRICULTURE  DEPARTMENT 

See  Agricultural  Marketing  Serv¬ 
ice;  Agricultural  Stabilization 
and  Conservation  Service;  Com¬ 
modity  Credit  Corporation; 
Farmers  Home  Administration; 

Forest  Service;  Soil  Conserva¬ 
tion  Service. 

AGRICULTURAL  MARKETING  SERVICE 


Rules 

Grade,  size  and  maturity  stand¬ 
ards: 

Pears  (fresh),  plums  and 

peaches  grown  in  Calif -  22534 

Limitations  of  handling  and  ship¬ 
ping: 

Lemons  grown  in  Calif,  and 

Ariz . . 22534 

Proposed  Rules 
Milk  marketing  areas: 

Nashville,  Tenn _  22548 

Tobacco  (flue-ciu-ed) ;  Inspection 
and  price  support;  reporting  re¬ 
quirements  _  22551 


AGRICULTURAL  STABILIZATION  AND 
CONSERVATION  SERVICE 
Rules 

Cotton  and  peanuts;  farm  market¬ 
ing  quotas  and  acreage  allot¬ 
ments  _  22533 

CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 
Notices 

Hearings,  etc.: 

International  Air  Transport  As¬ 


sociation  (2  documents) _  22580 

Northwest  Airlines,  Inc _  22581 

Pan  American  World  Airways, 

Inc.;  correction _  22580 


CIVIL  SERVICE  COMMISSION 
Rules 

Excepted  service: 

Agriculture  Department -  22533 

Commerce  Department  (2  docu¬ 
ments)  _  22533 

Federal  Maritime  Commission.  22533 

Notices 

Meetings: 

Federal  Employees  Pay  Council.  22581 

COAST  GUARD 
Notices 

Marine  sanitation  devices;  certifi¬ 
cations  granted;  correction -  22578 

COMMERCE  DEPARTMENT 

See  Economic  Development  Ad¬ 
ministration;  Maritime  Admin¬ 
istration;  National  Oceanic  and 
Atmospheric  Administration. 

COMMITTEE  FOR  PURCHASE  FROM  THE 
BUND  AND  OTHER  SEVERELY  HANOI- 
CAPPED 

Notices 

Procurement  list,  1975;  additions 

and  deletions  (3  documents)..  22581, 

22582 

COMMODITY  CREDIT  CORPORATION 
Rules 

Loan  and  purchase  program, 
grains  and  similarly  handled 
commodities: 

Rice _  22535 

ECONOMIC  DEVELOPMENT 
ADMINISTRATION 
Rules 

Grant  and  loan  program: 

Nondiscrimination _  22536 

Job  opportunities  program;  in¬ 
terim  regulations _  22536 

EDUCATION  OFFICE 
Notices 

Applications  and  proposals  closing 
dates: 

Desegregation  of  public  educa¬ 


tion  .  22575 

Emergency  school  aid _  22576 

Meeting: 

Women’s  Educational  Programs, 
Advisory  Council  on _  25575 


EMPLOYMENT  STANDARDS 
ADMINISTRATION 
Notices 

Minimum  wages  for  Federal  and 
Federally  assisted  construction; 
general  wage  determinations, 
decisions,  modifications  and 

•  supersedeas  decisions _  22721 

ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 
Notices 

Pesticide  registration  application 

(2  dociunents) _  22584,  22585 

ENVIRONMENTAL  QUALITY  COUNCIL 
Notices 

Environmental  statements: 

Availability _  22582 

Pesticide  registration  application 

denial _  22587 

Post-attainment  date  variances 
under  *  state  implementation 
plans;  Interim  variance  policy 
in  view  of  Supreme  Coiui;  de¬ 


cision  _  22587 

FARMERS  HOME  ADMINISTRATION 
Rules 

Loans,  guaranteed;  business  and 
industrial  _  22536 

FEDERAL  AVIATION  ADMINISTRATION 
Rules 

Airworthiness  directives: 

Hartzell  Propellers _  22538 

McDonnell  Douglas _ : _  22538 

Sikorsky _  22538 

Transition  areas _  22539 

Proposed  Rules 

Aircraft  fueling _  22554 

Airworthiness  directives: 

Boeing  - 22554 

Control  zone _  22556 

Jet  routes;  correction _ ...  22553 


Transition  areas  (4  documents)..  22556, 

22557 

FEDERAL  ENERGY  ADMINISTRATION 
Notices 

Environmental  Advisory  Commit¬ 
tee;  charter  amendment _  22590 

National  utility  residual  fuel  oil 
allocation;  supplier  percentage.  22805 

FEDERAL  HOME  LOAN  BANK 
BOARD 
Notices 

Applications,  etc. : 

Standard  Law  Book  Cb.  and 
Albany  Savings  and  Loan 
Assn  _  22591 

iii 
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FEDERAL  MARITIME  COMMISSION 
Notices 

Freight  forwarder  licenses : 

Tierra  Mar  Aire  Packing  li 
Shipping  Inc.,  et  al _  22591 

FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 
Proposed  Rules 

Pipeline  transportation  agree¬ 
ments;  certification;  extension 


of  time _  22557 

Notices 

Gas  exploration,  development, 

and  production;  advances _  22591 

Hearings,  etc.: 

Algonquin  Gas  Transmission 

Co _ _ 22591 

Allegheny  Power  Service  Corp_  22605 

Arkansas-Missouri  Power  Co _  22592 

Arkansas  Power  b  Light  Co _  22592 

Beloo  Petr<deum  Corp _  22593 

Cities  Service  Gas  Co _  22594 

Columbus  and  Southern  Ohio 

Electric  Co _  22605 

Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp.  22594 

Delmarva  Power  b  Light  Co..  22605 

Duke  Power  Co _  22605 

Elstate  of  Ralph  Lowe,  et  al _  22606 

Forest  Oil  Corp _  22594 

Flcnida  Gcis  Transmission  Co _  22595 

Holyoke  Water  Power  Company 
and  Holyoke  Power  and  Elec¬ 
tric  Co _  22606 

Inter-City  Minnesota  Pipelines, 

Ltd.,  Inc _  22606 

McCulloch  Oil  Corp _  22595 

Mlchigan-Wisconsin  Pii>e  Line 

Co _  22596 

Natural  Gas  Pipeline  Company 


of  America  (4  documents) _  22597, 


22598,  22606,  22607 
Northeast  Blanco  Development 

Corp _  22599 

Northern  Natural  Gas  Co  (2 

documents) _  22598,  22607 

Northwest  Pipeline  Corp _  22607 

Ohio  Electric  Co _  22599 

Orange  and  Rockland  Utilities, 

Inc.  and  Rockland  Electric 

Co _  22600 

Pacific  Gas  Transmission  Co—  22608 
Pacific  Interstate  Transmission 

Co _ _ 22608 

Permian  Corp _  22600 

Phillips  Petroleum  Co _  22600 

Public  Service  Company  of  In¬ 
diana  _  22600 

Public  Service  Indiana _  22609 

South  Carolina  Electric  b  Gas 

Co _ 22601 

Southern  Natural  Gas  Co _  22602 

Sun  OU  Co _  22603 

Tenneco  Oil  Company,  et  al _  22603 


Texas  Eastern  Transmission 
Corp.,  et  al.  (2  documents)..  22604, 

22609 

Transcontinental  Gas  Pipe  Line 
Corp _  22609 

Virginia  Electric  and  Power  Co.  22610 
Meetings: 

Technical  Advisory  Committee 
on  the  Impact  of  Inadequate 
Electric  Power  Supply _  22606 

FEDERAL  TRADE  COMMISSION 

Notices 

Meetings: 

Corporate  Patterns  Survey  for 
1972  _  22610 


FOOD  AND  DRUG  ADMINISTRATION 
Rules 

Animal  drug  applications,  spon¬ 
sor;  name  change;  correction..  22543 
Communicable  diseases:  turtles. 


etc.;  ban  on  sale _  22543 

Food  identity  standards: 

Salmon,  Pacific,  canned _  22540 

Human  Drugs; 

ore  antacid  and  antifiatu- 

lent  products _  22542 

Proposed  Rules 
Human  drugs; 


Antacid  products  for  OTC  hu¬ 
man  use;  testing  procedures..  22553 


Notices 

Human  drugs; 

Bamadex  sequels _  22570 

Meetings: 

Advisory  committee,  panels, 
etc _  22568 


FORESi  SERVICE 


Notices 

Meetings: 

Forest  Research  Advisory  Com¬ 
mittee  _  22566 

Northeastern  Forest  Research 
Advisory  Committee _  22566 


GENERAL  ACCOUNTING  OFFICE 
Notices 

Regulatory  reports  review;  pro¬ 
posals;  approvals,  etc.  (2  docu¬ 
ments)  _  22610 

GENERAL  SERVICES  ADMINISTRATION 
Notices 

Increased  travel  allowances; 
change  in  Federal  Travel  regu¬ 
lations;  correction  and  republi¬ 
cation _  22617 

HEALTH,  EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 
DEPARTMENT 

See  also  Education  Office;  Food 
and  Drug  Administration;  So¬ 
cial  Security  Administration. 

Notices 

Meeting: 

Rights  and  Responsibilities  of 
Women,  Secretary’s  Advisory 

Cotmcil  on _ : _  22577 

Project  Newgate  and  other  prison 
college  programs;  study  results.  22577 

HOUSING  AND  URBAN  DEVELOPMENT 
DEPARTMENT 

Notices 

Authority  delegations: 

Assistant  Secretary  for  Housing 
Production  and  Mortgage 
Credit  et  al. . .  22577 

INTERNAL  REVENUE  SERVICE 
Proposed  Rules 
Income  tax: 

Lump  siun  distributions,  treat¬ 


ment  of;  correction _  22548 

Notices 

Casualty  losses;  elections;  exten¬ 
sion  of  time _  22565 


INTERIOR  DEPARTMENT 

See  National  Park  Service. 


INTERSTATE  COMMERCE  COMMISSION  - 


Proposed  Rules 

Accounts,  uniform  system: 

Carriers,  classification _  22557 

Notices 

Hearing  assignments _  22638 

Motor  carriers:  ' 

Irregular  route  property  car¬ 
riers;  gateway  elimination _  22625 

Temporary  authority;  termina¬ 
tions  _  22639 

Transfer  proceedings _  22638 


LABOR,  DEPARTMENT 

See  also  Employment  Standards 
Administration;  Manpower  Ad¬ 
ministration;  Wage  and  Hour 
Division. 

Rules 

Manpower  program;  grants  to 
areas  of  high  imemployment _  22673 

LABOR  STATISTICS  BUREAU 

Notices 

Meeting; 

Business  Research  Advisory 
Coimcil _  22624 

MARITIME  ADMINISTRATION 
Rules 

Subsidized  vessels  and  operators; 
oporating-differential  subsidy 


agreements  _  22546 

Proposed  Rules 

Ship  mortgage  and  loan  insurance, 
F^eral;  application  fees _  22552 


MANPOWER  ADMINISTRATION 
Notices 

Applicatiems,  etc.: 

Rural  Development  Act,  employ¬ 
ment  transfer  and  business 
competition  determinations 
under _  22624 

NATIONAL  ADVISORY  COUNCIL  ON  THE 
EDUCATION  OF  DISADVANTAGED 
CHILDREN 

Notices 

Meeting  _  22611 

NATIONAL  AERONAUTICS  AND  SPACE 
ADMINISTRATION 
Notices 
Meeting : 

NASA  Wage  Committee _  22611 

NATIONAL  PARK  SERVICE 

Notices 

Meeting: 

Midwest  Regional  Advisory  Com¬ 
mittee  _  22565 

NATIONAL  HIGHWAY  TRAFFIC  SAFETY 


ADMINISTRATION 

Notices 

Meeting; 

National  Motor  Vehicle  Safety 

Advisory  Council -  22578 

Petition  for  tenux>rary  exemption 
from  safety  standards : 

Hamlschfeger  Coip _  22578 

Orcon  Industries,  Inc _  22579 


Iv 
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NATIONAL  OCEANIC  AND  ATMOSPHERIC 


ADMINISTRATION 

Notices 

Transfer  of  fishery  application: 
Scheibenpflug,  Alfred  J -  22567 

PIPELINE  SAFETY  OFFICE 
Notices 

Trans- Alaska  Crude  Oil  Pipeline; 
grant  of  waiver -  22579 


SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 
Notices 


Boston  Stock  Exchange -  22612 

Canadian  Javelin,  Ltd _  22611 

Chicago  Board  Options  Ex¬ 
change,  Inc _ 22611 

Continental  Vending  Machine 

Corp  _  22611 

Equity  Funding  Corporation  of 

America _  22612 

Flexi-Van  Corp _  22612 

Industries  International,  Inc...  22613 
Investors  Syndicate  of  America, 

Inc  _  22613 

Middle  South  Utilities,  Inc _  22614 


Natural  Fuel  Oas  Co.,  et  al -  22615 

Tax-Exempt  Municipal  Trust—  22615 

Westgate  California  Corp _  22616 

Zenith  Development  Corp _  22616 

SMALL  BUSINESS  ADMINISTRATION 
Notices 

Disaster  areas: 

Maryland _  22616 

Virginia  _  22616 


SOCIAL  SECURITY  ADMINISTRATION 
Rules 

Health  insurance  for  aged  and  dis¬ 
abled: 

Medicaire;  termination  of  nurs¬ 
ing  salary  cost  differential _  22539 

SOIL  CONSERVATION  SERVICE 
Notices 

Environmental  statements:  on 


watershed  projects: 

Big  Creek,  Miss _  22566 

Spring  Creek,  Neb _  22566 

Stoney  Creek,  N.C _  22567 

West  Upper  Maple  River,  Mich  .  22567 
WiU  Neill,  Miss _  22567 


TRANSPORTATION  DEPARTMENT 

See  Coast  Guard;  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Administration;  National 
Highway  Traffic  Safety  Admin¬ 
istration;  Pipeline  Safety  Of¬ 
fice. 

TREASURY  DEPARTMENT 

See  also  Internal  Revenue  Service. 

Notices 

Authority  delegations: 

Alcohol,  Tobacco  and  Firearms 
Bureau  and  United  States 


Customs  Service,  Chief  Coun¬ 
sels  _  22565 

Deputy  Commissioner,  and  Di¬ 
rector  of  Personnel  Division. _  22565 
Foreign  Assets  Control  Office 
Chief  Counsel  et  al _  22565 


WAGE  AND  HOUR  DIVISION 
Rules 

Students,  full-time:  emplosmient 
at  subminimum  wages;  correc¬ 
tion  _  22546 
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3  CFR 


7  CFR — Continued 


10  CFR 


Proclamations  : 

3279  (Amended  by  Proc.  4370) -  19421 


4370  _ 19421 

4371  _ 19419 

4372  _ 20255 

4373  _  20257 

4374  _ 20791 

4375  _  22529 

Executive  Orders: 

7522  (See  PLO  5497) _ 18997 

11768  (Superseded  by  EO  11861)  — 

11803  (Amended  by  EO  11857) _ 20261 

11814  (Amended  by  EO  11855) _  19423 

11837  (See  EO  11857) . 20261 

11842  (See  EO  11857) . 20261 
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11856  _ 20259 
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11858  _ 20263 
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Title  3 — The  President 

PROCLAMATION  4375 

Prayer  for  Peace 
Memorial  Day,  May  26,  1975 

By  the  President  of  the  United  States  of  America 

A  Proclamation 

At  the  height  of  the  Civil  War,  President  Lincdn  proclaimed  at  a 
battlefield  cemetery  “that  we  here  highly  resolve  that  these  dead  shall 
not  have  died  in  vain.”  Shortly  after  that  tragic  war,  a  day  was  set  aside 
each  year  to  honor  those  who  gave  their  lives. 

Over  100  years  have  passed  since  that  simple  but  moving  ceremony 
at  Gettysburg.  There  have  been  many  Memorial  Days,  and  many  more 
Americans  have  died  in  defense  of  what  we  believe  in.  As  Thomas  Paine 
said,  “Those  who  would  reap  the  blessings  of  freedom  must .  .  .  undergo 
the  fatigue  of  supporting  it,”  Today,  because  of  the  sacrifice  and  courage 
of  American  men  and  women,  we  are  a  free  Nation  at  peace. 

Let  us  dedicate  ourselves  today,  and  every  day,  to  honoring  those 
valiant  Americans  who  died  in  service  to  their  country.  Let  us  gain 
strength  from  their  sacrifice  and  devote  ourselves  to  the  peaceful  pursuits 
which  freedom  allows  and  progress  demands. 

With  faith  in  ourselves,  future  Memorial  Days  will  find  us  still  united 
in  oiu-  purpose.  Let  us  join  together  in  working  toward  the  greatest 
memorial  we  can  construct  for  those  who  lay  down  their  lives  for  us — 
a  peace  so  durable  that  there  will  be  no  need  for  further  sacrifices. 

In  recognition  of  those  Americans  to  whom  we  pay  tribute  today,  the 
Congress,  by  joint  resolution  of  May  11,  1950  (  64  Stat.  158),  has 
requested  that  the  President  issue  a  Proclamation  calling  upon  the  people 
of  the  United  States  to  observe  each  Memorial  Day  as  a  day  of  prayer 
for  permanent  peace  and  to  designate  a  period  during  that  day  when  the 
people  of  the  United  States  might  unite  in  prayer. 

NOW,  THEREFORE,  I,  GERALD  R.  FORD,  President  of  the 
United  States  of  America,  do  hereby  designate  Memorial  Day,  Monday, 
May  26,  1975,  as  a  day  of  prayer  for  permanent  peace,  and  I  designate 
the  hour  beginning  in  each  locality  at  1 1  o’clock  in  the  morning  of  that 
day  as  a  time  to  unite  in  prayer. 

I  urge  all  of  America’s  news  media  to  assist  in  this  observance. 

I  direct  that  the  flag  of  the  United  States  be  flown  at  half-staff  until 
noon  cm  Memorial  Day  on  all  buildings,  grounds,  and  naval  vessels  of 
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the  Federal  Gk)vemment  throughout  the  United  States  and  all  areas 
under  its  jurisdiction  and  control. 

I  also  call  upon  the  Governors  of  the  fifty  States,  the  Governor  of  the 
Commonwealth  of  Puerto  Rico,  and  appropriate  officials  of  all  local 
units  of  government  to  direct  that  the  flag  be  flown  at  half-staff  on  all 
public  buildings  during  the  customary  forenoon  period;  and  I  request 
the  people  of  the  United  States  to  display  the  flag  at  half-staff  from 
their  homes  for  the  same  period. 

IN  WITNESS  WHEREOF,  I  have  hereunto  set  my  hand  this 
twenty-second  day  of  May,  in  the  year  of  our  Lord  nineteen  hundred 
seventy-five,  and  of  the  Independence  of  the  United  States  of  .\merica 
the  one  hundred  ninety-ninth. 

(FR  D(K^^.75-n804  Filed  5-22-75;!  1 : 27  am] 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL  40,  NO.  101>-FRIDAY,  MAY  23,  1975 


THE  PRESIDENT 


22531 


Executive  Order  11861  •  May  21,  1975 

Placing  Certain  Positions  in  Levels  IV  and  V  of  the  Executive  Schedule 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  vested  in  me  by  section  5317  of  title  5  of 
the  United  States  Code,  it  is  ordered  as  follows : 

Section  1 .  The  following  offices  and  positioas  are  placed  in  level  IV 
of  the  Executive  Schedule : 

( 1 )  Administrator,  Social  and  Rehabilitation  Service,  Department 
Health,  Education,  and  Welfare. 

(2)  Director,  National  Institutes  of  Health,  Department  of  Health, 
Education,  and  Welfare. 

(3)  Administrator,  Health  Services  Administration,  Department  of 
Health,  Education,  and  Welfare. 

(4)  Director,  United  States  Secret  Service,  Department  of  the 
Treasury. 

(5)  Associate  Directors,  (4)  Office  of  Management  and  Budget, 
Executive  Office  of  the  President. 

(6)  Director  of  Telecommunications  and  Command  Control  Sys¬ 
tems,  Department  of  Defense. 

( 7 )  Principal  Deputy  Director  of  Defense  Research  and  Engineering, 
Department  of  Defense. 

(8)  Deputy  Under  Secretary  for  International  Labor  Affairs,  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Labor. 

(9)  Deputy  Under  Secretary,  Department  of  Transportation. 

(10)  Assistant  to  the  Secretary  for  Congressional  Affairs,  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Commerce. 

(11)  Special  Prosecutor,  Department  of  Justice. 

(12)  Associate  Attorney  General,  Department  of  Justice. 

(13)  Adviser  to  the  Secretary  (Counselor,  Economic  Policy  Board), 
Department  of  the  Treasury,  to  terminate  effective  June  1,  1975. 

Sec.  2.  The  following  offices  and  positions  are  placed  in  level  V  of 
the  Executive  Schedule : 

(1)  Principal  Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  of  Defease  (Comptroller), 
Department  of  Defense. 

"(2)  Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  of  Defense  for  Reserve  Affairs,  De¬ 
partment  of  Defense. 

(3)  As^tant  Secretary,  Comptroller,  Department  of  Health,  Edu¬ 
cation,  and  Welfare. 
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(4)  Deputy  Commissioner  of  Social  Security,  Department  of  Health, 
Education,  and  Welfare. 

(5)  CcMnmissioner  on  Aging,  Department  of  Health,  Education,  and 
Welfare. 

(6)  Deputy  Director,  United  States  Secret  Ser\ice,  Department  of 
the  Treasury. 

(7)  Assistant  to  the  Secretary  and  Director,  Office  of  Revenue  Shar¬ 
ing,  Department  of  the  T reasury. 

(8)  Commissioner,  Automated  Data  and  Telecommunications 
Service,  General  Ser\ices  Administration. 

(9)  Associate  Administrator  for  Federal  Management  Policy,  Gen¬ 
eral  Ser\ices  Administration. 

(10)  Principal  Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  (International  Security 
Affairs) ,  Department  of  Defense. 

(11)  Executive  Director,  Pension  Benefit  Guaranty  Corporation, 
Department  of  Labor. 

(12)  Administrator  for  Pension  and  Welfare  Benefits,  Department  of 
Labor. 

Sec.  3.  Nothing  in  this  order  shall  be  deemed  to  terminate  or  other¬ 
wise  affect  the  appointment,  or  to  require  the  reappointment,  of  any 
occupant  of  any  position  listed  in  section  1  or  section  2  of  this  order  who 
was  the  occupant  of  that  position  immediately  before  the  Issuance  of 
this  order. 

Sec.  4.  Executive  Order  No.  1 1 768  of  February  20,  1974,  as  amended, 
is  hereby  superseded. 

\ 

The  White  House, 

May  21,  1975. 

[FR  Doc.75-13708  Filed  5-21-75;l  :51  pm] 
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Title  5— Administrative  Personnel 
CHAPTER  l^iVIL  SERVICE  COMMISSION 
PART  213— EXCEPTED  SERVICE 
Department  of  Agriculture 

Section  213.3313  la  amended  to  show 
that  one  additional  position  of  Assistant 
to  the  Administrator,  Rural  EHectrlflca- 
tlon  Administration,  Is  excepted  tmder 
Schedule  C. 

E:ffectlve  on  publication  In  the  Federal 
Register,  S  213.3313(b)  (4)  Is  revised  as 
set  out  below: 

§  213.3313  Department  of  Agriculture. 

•  •  •  •  * 

(b)  Rural  Electrification  Administra¬ 
tion.  •  •  • 

(4)  Two  Assistants  to  the  Administra¬ 
tor. 

•  «  *  «  e 

(6  U.S.C.  3301,  3302:  EO  10677,  3  CPB  1964- 
M,  Comp.,  p.  218) 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

[seal]  James  C.  Spry, 

Executive  Assistant 
to  the  Commissioners. 
[PR  Doc.76-13637  Piled  5-22-76;8:46  am] 


PART  213— EXCEPTED  SERVICE 
Department  of  Commerce 

Section  213.3114  Is  amended  to  show 
that  one  additional  position  of  Company 
Officer  at  the  U.S.  Merchant  Marine 
Academy  is  excepted  imder  Schedule  A 
and  to  reflect  titles  of  positions  reflecting 
the  present  organization  of  the  Academy. 

Effective  on  publication  in  the  Federal 
Register,  S  213.3114  (h)(10)  and  (h) 
(11)  are  revised  as  set  out  below: 

§  213.3114  Department  of  Commerce. 

*  *  •  •  • 

(h)  Maritime  Administration.  •  •  * 

(10)  U.S.  Merchant  Marine  Academy 
positions  of:  Professors,  Instructors,  and 
Teachers:  Including  heads  of  Depart¬ 
ments  of  Physical  Educaton  and  Athlet¬ 
ics  Shipboard  Training,  Humanities, 
Computer  Science,  Mathematics  and 
Science,  Maritime  Law  and  Economics 
and  Engineering;  the  Commandant  of 
Midshipmen;  the  Assistant  Comman¬ 
dant  of  the  Midshipmen,  Director  of  Mu¬ 
sic  and  the  Drill  Activities  Officers. 

(11)  U.S.  Merchant  Marine  Academy 
positions  of:  the  Superintendent,  the  As¬ 


sistant  Superintendent  for  Planning; 
Dean;  Registrar;  one  Educational  Spe¬ 
cialist  (Director  of  Admissions)  and  one 
Assistant  Director  of  Admissions;  Assist¬ 
ant  Dean. 

«  •  «  •  • 

(6  UA.C.  3301,  3302;  E.O.  10677,  3  (7FR  1964- 
68  Comp.  p.  218) 

United  States  C?ivil  Serv- 
~  ICE  Commission, 

[seal]  James  C.  Spry, 

Executive  Assistant 
to  the  Commissioners. 
(FR  Doc.75-13639  Filed  5-22-75;8:46  am] 


PART  213— EXCEPTED  SERVICE 
Department  of  Commerce 

Section  213.3314  Is  amended  to  show 
that  one  additional  position  of  Confiden¬ 
tial  Assistant  to  the  Deputy  Assistant 
Secretary  for  International  Commerce, 
Office  of  the  Assistant  Secretary  for  Do¬ 
mestic  and  International  Business,  Is  ex¬ 
cepted  under  Schedule  C. 

Effective  on  publication  in  the  Federal 
Register,  S  213.3314(m)  (18)  is  revised  as 
set  out  below: 

§  213.3314  Department  of  Commerce. 

«  *  *  •  • 

(m)  Office  of  the  Assistant  Secretary 
for  Domestic  and  International  Busi¬ 
ness.  •  •  • 

(18)  Two  Confidential  Assistants  to 
the  Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  for  In¬ 
ternational  Commerce. 

•  *  •  •  * 

(6  U.S.C.  3301,  3302;  EO  10577,  3  CFR  1954- 
1958  Comp.,  p.  218) 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

[seal]  James  C.  Spry, 

Executive  Assistant 
to  the  Commissioners. 

[FR  DOC.7&-13538  Filed  5-22-76;8:45  am] 


PART  213— EXCEPTED  SERVICE 
Federal  Maritime  Commission 

Section  213.3367  is  amended  to  ^ow 
that  the  title  of  one  Position  of  Private 
Secretary  to  the  Chairman  has  been 
changed  to  Administrative  Assistant  to 
the  Chairman. 

Effective  on  publication  in  the  Federal 
Register,  S  213.3367(b)  is  revised  as  set 
out  below: 


§  213.3367  Federal  Maritime  Commis¬ 
sion. 

•  •  «  •  • 

(b)  One  Administrative  Assistant  to 
the  Chairman,  one  Private  Secretary  to 
each  Commissioner,  one  Private  Secre¬ 
tary  to  the  General  Counsel,  and  one 
Private  Secretary  to  the  Managing 
Director.  (5  U.S.C.  3301,  3302;  EO  10577, 
3  CFR  1954-1958  Comp.,  p.  218) 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

[seal]  James  C.  Spry, 

Executive  Assistant 
to  the  Commissioners. 
(FR  Doc.76-13540  FUed  5-22-76;8:45  am] 


Title  7 — Agriculture 

CHAPTER  Vli— AGRICULTURAL  STABILI¬ 
ZATION  AND  CONSERVATION  SERVICE 
(AGRICULTURAL  ADJUSTMENT),  DE¬ 
PARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

SUBCHAPTER  B — FARM  MARKETING  QUOTAS 
AND  ACREAGE  ALLOTMENTS 

[Arndt.  4] 

PART  731— CLOSING  DATES  FOR  TRANS¬ 
FER,  AND  FOR  RELEASE  AND  REAPPOR¬ 
TIONMENT 

Cotton  and  Peanuts 

This  amendment  is  issued  pursuant 
to  the  Agricultural  Adjustment.  Act  of 
1938,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  1281  et  seq.) . 
The  purpose  of  this  amendment  is  to 
change  the  closing  dates  for  transfer 
and  for  release  and  reapportionment  of 
cotton  and  peanuts. 

Since  farmers  need  to  know  the  dates 
for  effecting  transfers,  release  and  re- 
apportionment  of  1975  marketing  quotas 
and  farm  acreage  allotments  as  soon  as 
possible,  it  is  hereby  determined  that 
compliance  with  the  notice,  procedure, 
and  effective  date  provisions  of  5  U.S.C. 
553  is  impracticable  and  contrary  to  the 
public  Interest,  and  this  document  shall 
become  effective  May  23,  1975. 

The  regulations  for  establishing  clos¬ 
ing  dates  for  transfer  and  for  release 
and  reapportionment  under  Part  731  (37 
FR  28124,  39  FR  7416,  39  FR  15759  and 
40  FR  14602)  are  amended  by  changing 
the  closing  dates  in  S  731.2  for  Georgia, 
Mississippi,  North  (Carolina,  Tennessee, 
and  Texas  as  follows: 
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§  7312!  Qoeing  dates. 


rioaint  dstM  far 
treniier  by  lease, 
sale,  or  owner 

StaSa  (except  liea  Final  date  far 

and  tobaooo);  respportioament 
release  and 
reapportioninent 
requests 

O)  (2)  (3) 


Oeonda  February  28. 

(peanuts). 

OeorclB  (ootton).  March  St — 


1  month 
folio  wins 
i^licable 
closing  dates 
for  transfer, 
release,  and 
requesting 
reappor- 
.  tionment. 


•  •  • 

UiMiaippt  -  '  MafchSl . 

G 

Do. 

•  G  • 

G 

North  UaroUiM  March  10 . 

(tone  1).> 

— - 

Do. 

North  (Twottna  April  1 . 

(ioma).> 

— 

Do. 

North  Carolina  April  11 . . 

(ootton).* 

•  G  • 

G 

Do. 

Tennoflsro  April  30 . 

(ootton, 
peanuts,  and 
rtoa). 

.... 

Do, 

Tennessee  June  2.S . 

(tobaooo). 

G  G  G 

Do. 

Texas  (sone  1)  •. .  April  1... . 

_ 

Do. 

Texas  (sons  V*..  May  1 . 

G  G  • 

. 

Do. 

t  For  oommoditlee  other  than  cotton.  For  listing  of 
eounties  see  87  FR  28124. 

>  For  ootton  in  both  eone  I  and  zone  2. 

•  For  counties  see  40  FR  14602. 

(Seos.  313,  316,  318,  319,  344,  344a,  347,  363, 
358,  368a,  375,  378,  52  Stat.  47,  as  amended. 
76  Stat.  489,  as  amended,  81  Stat.  120,  as 
snnended.  85  Stat.  23,  52  Stat.  67.  as  amended. 
79  Stat.  1197.  as  amended,  52  Stat.  59,  as 
amended,  62  Stat.  61,  as  amended,  56  Stat. 
88,  as  amended,  81  Stat.  856,  as  amended,  52 
Stat.  66,  as  amended,  72  Stat.  995,  as 
amended;  7  U.S.C.  1313,  1314b.  1314d,  1314e, 
1844,  1344b,  1347,  1353,  1358,  1358a,  1375, 
1378) 

Effective  date:  May  23,  1975. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on 
May  12,  1975. 

Glenn  A.  Weir, 
Acting  Administrator,  Agricul¬ 
tural  Stabilization  and  Con¬ 
servation  Service. 

[FB  Doc.75-13594  Piled  6-22-76;8:45  am] 


CHAPTER  IX— AGRICULTURAL  MARKET¬ 
ING  SERVICE  (MARKETING  AGREE¬ 
MENTS  AND  ORDERS;  FRUITS,  VEGE¬ 
TABLES.  NUTS),  DEPARTMENT  OF 
AGRICULTURE 

[Lemon  Beg.  693] 

PART  910— LEMONS  GROWN  IN 
CALIFORNIA  AND  ARIZONA 

Limitation  of  Handling 

This  regulation  fixes  the  quantity  of 
Califomla-Arlzona  lemons  that  may  be 
shipped  to  fresh  market  during  the 
weekly  regulation  period  May  2S-31, 197&. 
It  is  Issued  pursuant  to  the  Agricultural 
Marketing  Agreemoit  Act  of  1937,  as 
amended,  and  Marketing  Order  Na  910. 
The  (luantity  of  lemons  so  fixed  was  ar¬ 


rived  at  after  consideration  of  the  total 
available  supply  of  lemons,  the  quantity 
of  lemons  currently  available  for  market, 
the  fresh  market  demand  for  lemons, 
lemcm  prices,  and  the  relationship  of 
season  average  returns  to  the  parity  price 
for  lemons. 

§  910.993  licmun  Kcgiilalion  693, 

(a)  Findings.  (1)  Pursuant  to  the  mar¬ 
keting  agreement,  as  amended,  and 
Order  No.  910,  as  amended  (7  CFR  Part 
910),  regulating  the  handling  of  lemons 
grown  in  California  and  Arizona,  effec¬ 
tive  under  the  applicable  provisions  of 
the  Agricultural  Marketing  Agreement 
Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  601- 
674) ,  and  upon  the  basis  of  the  recom¬ 
mendations  and  information  submitted 
by  the  Lemon  Administrative  Coounittee, 
established  imder  the  said  amended  mar¬ 
keting  agreement  and  order,  and  upon 
other  available  information,  it  is  hereby 
foimd  that  the  limitation  of  handling  of 
such  lemons,  as  hereinafter  provided,  will 
tend  to  effectuate  the  declared  policy  of 
the  act. 

(2)  The  need  for  this  regulation  to 
limit  the  quantity  of  lemons  that  may  be 
marketed  during  the  ensuing  week  stems 
from  the  production  and  marketing  situ¬ 
ation  confronting  the  lemon  industry. 

(i)  The  Committee  has  submitted  its 
recommendation  with  respect  to  the 
quantity  of  lemons  it  deems  advisable  to 
be  handled  during  the  ensuing  week. 
Such  recommendation  resulted  from  con¬ 
sideration  of  the  factors  enumerated  in 
the  order.  The  committee  further  reports 
the  demand  for  lemons  will  be  strong 
this  week  due  to  warm  weather  over  a 
large  portion  of  the  country.  Average 
f.o.b.  price  was  $6.23  per  carton  the  week 
ended  May  17,  1975,  compared  to  $6.20 
per  carton  the  previous  week.  Track  and 
rolling  supplies  at  130  cars  were  down  20 
cars  from  last  week. 

(ii)  Having  considered  the  recom¬ 
mendation  and  information  submitted  by 
the  committee,  and  other  available  in¬ 
formation,  the  Secretary  finds  that  the 
quantity  of  lemons  which  may  be 
handled  should  be  fixed  as  hereinafter  set 
forth. 

(3)  It  is  hereby  further  found  that  It 
Is  impracticairie  and  ccmtrary  to  the  pub¬ 
lic  interest  to  give  preliminary  notice, 
engage  in  public  rule-making  procedure, 
and  postpone  the  effective  date  of  this 
regulation  until  30  days  after  publication 
hereof  in  the  Federal  Register  (5  U.S.C. 
553)  because  the  time  Intervening  be¬ 
tween  the  date  when  information  upon 
which  this  regulation  is  based  becsune 
available  and  the  time  when  this  regula¬ 
tion  must  become  effective  In  order  to 
effectuate  the  declared  policy  of  the  act 
is  Insufficient,  and  a  reasonable  time  is 
permitted,  ui^er  the  circumstances,  fCNT 
preparation  for  such  effective  time;  and 
good  cause  exists  for  making  the  provi¬ 
sions  hereof  effective  as  hereinafter  set 
forth.  The  committee  held  an  open 
meeting  during  the  current  week,  after 
giving  due  notice  thereof,  to  consider 
sucq^  and  market  conditions  for  lemons 
and  the  need  fcK*  regulation;  Interested 
persons  were  afforded  an  opportunity  to 


submit  information  and  views  at  this  / 
meeting;  the  recommendation  and  sup¬ 
porting  information  for  regulation  dur¬ 
ing  the  period  specified  herein  were 
promptly  sulmiitted  to  the  Department 
after  such  meeting  was  held;  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  this  regulation,  including  its 
effective  time,  are  identical  with  the 
aforesaid  recommendation  of  the  com¬ 
mittee,  and  information  concerning  sucli 
provisions  and  effective  time  has  been 
disseminated  among  handlers  of  such 
lemons:  it  is  necessary,  in  order  to  effec¬ 
tuate  the  declared  policy  of  the  act,  to 
make  this  regulation  effective  during  the 
period  herein  specified;  and  compliance 
with  this  regulation  will  not  require  any 
special  preparation  on  the  part  of  per¬ 
sons  subject  hereto  which  cannot  be 
completed  on  or  before  the  effective  date 
hereof.  Such  committee  meeting  was 
held  on  May  20. 1975. 

(b)  Order.  (1)  TTie  quantity  of  Iraions 
grown  in  California  and  Arizona  which 
may  be  handled  during  the  period  May 
25,  1975  through  May  31,  1975,  is  hereby 
fixed  at  300,000  cartons. 

(2)  As  used  in  this  section,  “handled”, 
and  “carton(s)  ”  have  the  same  meaning 
as  when  used  in  the  said  amended  mar¬ 
keting  agreement  and  order. 

(Secs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31,  as  amended;  7  U.S.C. 
601-674) 

Dated:  May  21. 1975. 

Charles  R.  Brader, 
Deputy  Director,  Fruit  and 
Vegetable  Division,  Agricul¬ 
tural  Marketing  Service. 

I FE  Doc.75-13806  FUed  5-22-75;  11  ;32  am] 


[Plum  Reg.  11] 

PART  917— FRESH  PEARS.  PLUMS.  AND 
PEACHES  GROWN  IN  CALIFORNIA 

Regulation  by  Grades  and  Sizes 
This  regulation  requires  that  all  Cali¬ 
fornia  plums  grade  U.S.  No.  1  grade  ex¬ 
cept  that  additional  tolerances  for  de¬ 
fects  not  considered  serious,  including 
healed  cracks,  and  gum  spots,  are  per¬ 
mitted  for  specified  varieties.  It  also 
establishes  minimum  size  requirements 
for  certain  specified  varieties  in  terms  of 
the  maximum  permissible  number  of 
plums  in  an  eight-pound  sample.  This 
action  is  necessary  to  assure  that  the 
plums  shipped  will  be  of  suitable  quality 
and  size  in  the  interest  of  consumers 
and  producers. 

Findings.  (1)  Pursuant  to  the  amended 
marketing  agreement  and  Order  No.  917, 
as  amended  (7  CFR  Part  917),  regulat¬ 
ing  the  handling  of  fresh  pears,  plums, 
and  peaches  grown  in  the  State  of  Cali¬ 
fornia,  effective  under  the  applicable 
provisions  of  the  Agricultural  Marketing 
Agreement  Act  of  1937,  As  amended  (7 
U.S.C.  601-674),  and  upon  the  basis  of 
the  recommendations  of  the  Plum  Com¬ 
modity  Committee,  established  under  the 
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aforesaid  amended  marketing  agreement 
and  order,  and  upon  other  available  In¬ 
formation,  it  is  hereby  found  that  the 
limitation  of  shipments  of  plums,  as 
hereinafter  provided,  will  tend  to  effec¬ 
tuate  the  declared  policy  of  the  act. 

(2)  This  regulation  is  based  upon  the 
appraisal  of  the  current  and  prospective 
market  conditions  for  California  plums. 
The  committee  estimates  that  8,061,000 
packages  of  plums  will  be  available  for 
shipment  in  the  1975  season  compared 
with  actual  shipment  of  9,998,000  pack¬ 
ages  last  season.  Peach  production  in  the 
nine  southern  states  is  forecast  at  23  per¬ 
cent  more  than  last  year.  Industry  re¬ 
ports  Indicate  that  1975  shipments  of 
fresh  California  peaches  will  be  about 
three  percent  larger  than  last  year.  Cali¬ 
fornia  nectarine  shipments  are  estimated 
at  nearly  10  percent  less  than  last  year. 
Such  peaches  and  nectarines  provide 
strong  competition  to  California  fresh 
plums.  The  grade  and  size  requirements 
hereinafter  set  forth  are  necessary  to 
prevent  the  handling  of  California  pliuns 
of  a  lower  grade  or  smaller  size  than 
specified  herein  for  such  plums  so  as  to 
provide  good  quality  fruit  in  the  interest 
of  producers  and  consumers  pursuant  to 
the  declared  policy  of  the  act. 

(3)  It  is  hereby  further  found  that  it  is 
Impracticable,  unnecessary,  and  contrary 
to  the  public  interest  to  give  preliminary 
notice,  engage  in  public  rulemaking  pro- 
cedure,  and  postpone  the  effective  date 
of  this  regulation  until  30  days  after  pub¬ 
lication  thereof  in  the  Federal  Register 
(5  U.S.C.  553)  in  that,  as  hereinafter  set 
forth,  the  time  intervening  between  the 
date  when  information  upon  which  this 
regulation  is  based  became  available  and 
the  time  when  this  regulation  must  be¬ 
come  effective  in  order  to  effectuate  the 
declared  policy  of  the  act  is  insufScient; 
a  reasonable  time  is  permitted,  under 
the  circumstances,  for  preparation  for 
such  effective  time;  and  good  cause  exists 
for  making  the  provisions  hereof  effec¬ 
tive  not  later  than  May  24,  1975.  A  rea¬ 
sonable  determination  as  to  the  supply 
of,  and  the  demand  for.  such  plums, 
which  are  currently  regulated  pursuant 
to  Plum  Regulation  10  (39  FR  18090, 
23987)  must  await  the  development  of 
the  crop  thereof,  and  adequate  informa¬ 
tion  thereof  was  not  available  to  the 
Plum  Commodity  Committee  until  May 
7,  1975,  on  which  date  an  open  meeting 
was  held,  after  giving  due  notice  thereof, 
to  consider  the  need  for,  and  the  extent 
of,  regiilation  of  shipments  of  such 
plums.  Interested  persons  were  afforded 
an  opportiinity  to  submit  Information 
and  views  at  this  meeting;  the  recom¬ 
mendation  and  supporting  Information 
for  regulation  during  the  period  specified 
was  promptly  submitted  to  the  Depart¬ 
ment  on  May  9,  1975;  shipments  of  the 
current  crop  of  such  plums  are  expected 
to  begin  on  or  about  the  effective  date 
hereof;  this  regulation  should  be  ap¬ 
plicable  to  all  such  shipments  during  the 
period  hereinafter  specified  In  order  to 
effectuate  the  declared  policy  of  the  act; 
the  provisions  of  this  regulation  are  iden¬ 
tical  with  the  aforesaid  recommendation 


of  the  committee.  Information  concern¬ 
ing  such  provisions  and  effective  time  has 
been  disseminated  among  handlers  of 
such  plums;  and  compliance  with  the 
provisions  of  this  regulation  will  not  re¬ 
quire  of  handlers  any  preparation  there¬ 
for  which  cannot  be  completed  by  the 
effective  time  hereof. 

§  917.438  Plum  Regulation  II. 

(a)  Order.  During  the  period  May  24 
through  July  7,  1975,  no  handler  shall 
ship  any  lot  of  packages  or  containers  of 
any  plums,  other  than  the  varieties 
named  in  paragraph  (b)  hereof,  unless 
such  plums  grade  at  least  U.S.  No.  1. 

(b)  During  the  period  May  24  through 
July  7,  1975,  no  handler  shall  ship: 

( 1 )  Any  lot  of  packages  or  containers 
of  Tragedy  or  Kelsey  plums  unless  such 
plums  grade  at  least  U.S.  No.  1,  with  a 
total  tolerance  of  10  percent  for  defects 
not  considered  serious  damage  in  addi¬ 
tion  to  the  tolerances  permitted  by  such 
grade;  or 

(2)  Any  lot  of  packages  or  containers 
of  Angelino,  Andy’s  Pride,  Bee  Gee, 
Casselman,  Empress,  Fresno  Rosa, 
Grand  Rosa,  Improved  Late  Santa  Rosa. 
Late  Santa  Rosa,  Linda  Rosa,  Red  Rosa. 
Rosa  Grande,  Roysum,  and  Swall  Rosa 
plums  unless  such  plums  grade  at  least 
U.S.  No.  1,  except  that  healed  cracks 
emanating  from  the  stem  end  which  do 
not  cause  serious  damage  shall  not  be 
considered  as  a  grade  defect  with  respect 
to  such  grade;  or 

(3)  Any  lot  of  packages  or  other  con¬ 
tainers  of  Late  Tragedy  plums  imless 
such  pliuns  grade  at  least  U.S.  No.  1,  ex¬ 
cept  that  gum  spots  which  do  not  cause 
serious  damage  shall  not  be  considered 
as  a  grade  defect  with  respect  to  such 
grade. 

(c)  During  the  period  May  24  through 
July  7,  1975,  no  handler  shall  ship  any 
package  or  other  container  of  any  variety 
of  plums  listed  in  Column  A  of  the  fol¬ 
lowing  Table  I  unless  such  plums  are  of 
a  size  that  an  eight-pound  sample,  rep¬ 
resentative  of  the  sizes  of  the  plums  in 
the  package  or  container,  contains  not 
more  than  the  number  of  plums  listed 
for  the  variety  in  Column  B  of  said  table. 

Table  I 


Column  A 

Column  B 

Variety 

Plums-per-sample 

Ac® _ 

.  56 

flS 

Andy’s  Pride _ 

Angelinn  .  _ 

«7 

Autumn  Ros& 

_  _  77 

Beauty  _ 

.  91 

Be®  Gee _ 

_ _  66 

Burmosa 

fin 

CasRelman 

fin 

Duart® _ 

. . .  62 

m  Dorado _ 

_  .  fi« 

Elephant  Heart _ 

.  63 

Emily _ 

.  69 

Empress  _ 

.  67 

Prlar  _ _ _ 

.  66 

Prontler  _ 

_ _  61 

Grand  Rnna 

_ _  54 

July  Santa  Rosa _ 

69 

KelMy _ 

-  47 

Laroda 

Rft 

Late  Duarte _ 

-  60 

Column  A  Column  B 

Variety  Plums-per-sample 

Late  Santa  Rosa  (inclucUng 
Improved  Late  Santa  Rosa 

and  Swall  Rosa) -  64 

Late  Tragedy -  93 

Linda  Rosa -  63 

Mariposa  _  61 

Nubiana  _  56 

President  _  67 

Queen  Ann _  60 

Queen  Rosa _  53 

Red  Beaut _  91 

Red  Rosa _  64 

Red  Roy _  68 

Rosa  Grande _  63 

Roysum _  80 

Santa  Rosa _  69 

Sim-ka  Arroaa,  New  Yorker _  48 

Standard  _  83 

Tragedy  _ 114 

yvickson  _  51 


(d)  Plum  Regulation  10  (39  FR  18090, 
23987)  is  hereby  terminated  as  of  the 
effective  date  hereof. 

(e)  When  used  herein,  “U.S.  No.  1“  and 
“serious  damage’’  shall  have  the  same 
meaning  as  set  forth  in  the  United  States 
Standards  for  Fresh  Plums  Mid  Prunes 
(7  CFR  51.1520-1538);  and  aU  other 
terms  shall  have  the  same  meaning  as 
when  used  in  the  amended  marketing 
agreement  and  order. 

(Secs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31,  as  amended;  7  UA.C. 
601-674) 

Dated:  May  20,1975. 


Charles  R.  Brader, 
Deputy  Director,  Fruit  and  Veg¬ 
etable  Division.  Agricultural 
Marketing  Service. 

I  FR  Doc  .75-1 3593  Piled  6-22-75:8:45  am] 


CHAPTER  XIV— COMMODITY  CREDIT  COR¬ 
PORATION,  DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICUL¬ 
TURE 

SUBCHAPTER  B — LOANS,  PURCHASES,  AND 
OTHER  OPERATIONS 

(<X!C  Grain  Price  Support  Regs.,  1970  and 
Subsequent  Crops  Rice  Supplement,  Arndt.  8] 

PART  1421— GRAINS  AND  SIMILARLY 
HANDLED  COMMODITIES 

Subpart — 1970  and  Subsequent  Crops, 
Rice  Loan  and  Purchase  Program 

Compliance  Requirements 

The  regulations  issued  by  the  Com¬ 
modity  (Credit  Corporation  ICCC) ,  which 
appear  at  35  2FR  8443  and  8873,  as 
amended  by  37  FR  8060,  and  which  con¬ 
tain  the  Regmlations  Governing  1970 
and  Subsequent  Crops  Rice  Loan  and 
Purchase  Program,  are  hereby  amended 
as  follows: 

Section  1421.303  is  amended  to  define 
a  rice  producer  and  to  provide  that  a  rice 
producer,  in  order  to  be  eligible  for  loans 
and  purchases,  must  be  in  compliance 
with  the  rice  acreage  allotment  for  any 
farm  on  which  he  has  a  producer  inter¬ 
est.  As  the  1975  crop  of  rice  is  now  being 
planted  in  certain  parts  of  the  country, 
and  producers  need  to  know  the  compli¬ 
ance  requirements  for  loan  eligibility,  it 
is  impracticaJtde  and  contrary  to  the  pub¬ 
lic  Interest  to  follow  the  notice  of  pro¬ 
posed  rulemaking  jH’ocedure  with  respect 
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to  this  amendmoit.  Ilie  amended  sec¬ 
tion  reads  as  follows: 

§  1421.303  Compliance  requirements. 

(a)  Definition  of  rice  producer.  A  pro¬ 
ducer,  for  loan  and  purchase  eligibility, 
shall  be  considered  as  a  rice  producer 
when  he  actively  participates  in  the 
farming  operations  necessary  to  produce 
and  harvest  a  crop  of  rice  on  the  farm 
and  shares  in  a  pr^etermined  and  fixed 
portion  of  the  rice  crop  or  the  proceeds 
therefrom  by  virtue  of  furnishing  all  or 
part  of  the  land  on  which  the  rice  is 
being  produced  or  the  labor,  water,  or 
equipment  necessary  to  produce  and  har¬ 
vest  the  crop. 

(b)  Eligibility  for  loans  and  purchases. 
An  eligible  producer,  for  loan  and  pur¬ 
chase  purposes,  shall  be  a  rice  producer 
on  whose  farm  the  rice  acreage  allot¬ 
ment,  which  was  established  for  the 
farm  imder  the  provisions  of  the  Rice 
Acreage  Allotment  Regulations  of  Part 
730  of  this  title,  has  not  been  knowingly 
exceeded.  If  a  producer  has  an  interest 
in  a  rice  crop  produced  on  more  than 
one  farm,  he  must  also  be  in  compliance 
with  the  acreage  allotment  on  each  other 
farm  in  which  he  has  an  interest. 

(Secs.  4,  5,  62  Stat.  1070,  as  amended;  secs. 
101,  401,  408,  63  Stat.  1051,  as  amended;  IS 
n.S.C.  714  b  and  c;  7  U£.C.  1421,  1441,  1428) 

Effective  date:  May  23, 1975. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  on  May 
12,  1975. 

Glenn  A.  Weir, 

Acting  Executive  Vice  President. 

Commodity  Credit  Corporation. 

[PR  Doc.75-13595  Piled  5-22-75:8:45  ami 


CHAPTER  XVIII — FARMERS  HOME  ADMIN¬ 
ISTRATION,  DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRI¬ 
CULTURE 

SUBCHAPTER  D— GUARANTEED  LOANS 
[PmHA  Instructions  449.1  and  449.2] 

PART  1842— BUSINESS  AND 
INDUSTRIAL  LOANS 

Interest  Rates 

Section  1842.23,  Part  1842,  TiUe  7, 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations  (39  PR 
34263:  39  FR  36852),  is  amended  to  add 
paragraph  (e)  to  this  section  to  provide 
that  the  interest  rate  for  insured  loans 
will  be  the  interest  rate  in  effect  at  the 
time  the  loan  is  approved  or  closed 
whichever  is  lower.  This  amendment  is 
not  issued  for  proposed  rulemaking  be¬ 
cause  pending  loan  applications  would  be 
delay^  and  such  delay  would  be  con¬ 
trary  to  the  public  interest.  Interested 
persons  are  invited,  however,  to  submit 
written  comments,  suggestions,  or  objec¬ 
tions  regarding  this  amendment  to  the 
Chief,  Directives  Management  Branch, 
Farmers  Home  Administration,  UB.  De¬ 
partment  of  Agriculture,  Room  6315, 
South  Building,  Washington,  D.C.  20250, 
on  or  before  June  15,  1975.  Comments 
thus  submitted  will  be  evaluated  and 
acted  upon  in  the  same  maimer  as  if 
this  document  were  a  proposal.  All  writ¬ 
ten  submissions  made  pursuant  to  this 
notice  will  be  made  available  for  public 


inspection  at  the  Office  of  the  Cffilef,  Di¬ 
rectives  Management  Branch  during 
regular  business  hours  (8:15  ajn.  to  4:45 
pin.). 

As  added,  §  1842.23(e)  reads  as  follows: 
§  1842.23  Interest  rate  to  the  borrower. 
•  •  •  •  • 

(e)  The  interest  rate  for  insured  loans 
will  be  the  rate  in  effect  at  the  time  the 
loan  is  approved  or  at  the  time  the  loan 
is  closed,  whichever  is  lower. 

*  •  •  *  • 

(7  UB.C.  1989;  delegation  of  authority  by  the 
Sec.  of  Agrl.,  7  CFR  2.23;  delegation  of  au¬ 
thority  by  the  Asst.  Sec.  for  Rmal  Develop¬ 
ment,  7  CFR  2.70.) 

Effective  date.  This  amendment  is 
effective  May  23, 1975: 

Dated:  May  16, 1975. 

P'rank  B.  Elliott, 
Administrator, 

Farmers  Home  Administration. 

(FR  Doc.76-13596  Filed  6-22-75:8:46  am] 


Title  13 — Business  Credit  and  Assistance 

CHAPTER  III — ECONOMIC  DEVELOPMENT 

ADMINISTRATION,  DEPARTMENT  OF 

COMMERCE 

PART  311— NONDISCRIMINATION 
Grant  and  Loan  Program 

Part  311  of  Chapter  m  of  Title  13 
of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is 
hereby  amended. 

In  that  the  material  contained  herein 
is  a  matter  relating  to  the  grant  and 
loan  program  of  the  Economic  Develop¬ 
ment  Administration  and  because  a  de¬ 
lay  in  implementing  these  regulations 
would  be  contrary  to  the  public  interest, 
the  relevant  provisions  of  the  Adminis¬ 
trative  Procedure  Act  (5  U.S.C.  553)  re¬ 
quiring  notice  of  proposed  rulemaking 
and  opportunity  for  public  participation 
and  delay  in  effective  date  are  inapplica¬ 
ble. 

The  purpose  of  this  amendment  is  to 
make  a  technical  change  concerning 
minority  representation  on  county  or 
multicounty  planning  organizations. 

1.  Section  311.60  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  311.60  Purpose. 

Hiis  subpart  sets  forth  EDA  require¬ 
ments  for  the  participation  of  minority 
persons  on  district  organizations,  on 
county  and  multicounty  planning  organ¬ 
izations,  and  on  OEDP  committees;  ex¬ 
cept,  the  provisions  of  this  subpart  shall 
not  apply  to  Title  IX  grants  made  to 
county  or  multicounty  planning  organi¬ 
zations  during  Fiscal  Year  1975.  This 
subpart  establishes  minimum  minority 
representation  requirements  and  imple¬ 
mentation  procedures  for  the  selection 
and  approval  of  minority  representatives 
on  such  organizations  and  committees 
and  also  establishes  affirmative  action 
program  requirements  for  the  employ¬ 
ment  of  minority  persons  on  the  staff 
of  such  organizations.  Where  State  laws 
or  r^mlations  preclude  the  degree  of 
minority  representation  required  by  this 
subpart,  EDA  will  consult  with  the  In¬ 


dividual  planning  and  development 
organizations  and  OEDP  committees  and 
determine  the  means  to  effect  meaning¬ 
ful  Involvement  of  minorities. 

Atjthoritt:  Sec.  701,  Pub.  L.  89-136  (Au- 
gvist  26,  1965):  42  U.S.C.  3211;  79  Stat.  670 
and  Department  of  Commerce  Organization 
Order  10-4  (AprU  1,  1970)  as  amended  (35 
FR  6970  as  amended  at  40  FR  12532). 

Effective  date:  This  amendment  be¬ 
comes  effective  on  May  20.  1975. 

Date:  May  5,  1975. 

WiLMER  D.  Mizell, 
Assistant  Secretary 
for  Economic  Development. 

[FR  Doc.75-13630  Filed  6-22-76:8:45  am] 


PART  313— JOB  OPPORTUNITIES 
PROGRAM 

Interim  Regulations 

The  Economic  Development  Adminis¬ 
tration  hereby  publishes  interim  regula¬ 
tions  to  amend  Title  13  of  the  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations  by  adding  a  new 
Part  313. 

These  regulations  describe  procedures 
by  which  allocations  and  funds  are  made 
available  under  the  Job  Opportunities 
Program  as  established  by  Title  X  of  the 
Public  Works  and  Economic  Develop¬ 
ment  Act  of  1965,  as  amended  by  Pub.  L. 
93-567. 

Part  313  consists  of  two  subparts.  Sub¬ 
part  A  deals  with  general  program  re¬ 
quirements  and  allocation  procedures  for 
the  Department  of  Commerce  for  Title 
X.  Subpart  B  which  will  be  published  at 
a  later  date  will  cover  the  requirements 
for  programs  or  projects  which  are  eligi¬ 
ble  for  Title  X  assistance  under  alloca¬ 
tions  made  by  the  Department  of  Com¬ 
merce  to  the  EJconomic  Development 
Administration. 

Although  Title  X  was  enacted  on  De¬ 
cember  31,  1974,  there  have  not,  as  yet, 
been  any  allocations  under  its  provisions. 
Fimds  to  implement  it  were  not  made 
available  until  April  11.  1975,  because  of 
pending  recommendations  by  the  Execu¬ 
tive  branch  for  alternative  use.  In  addi¬ 
tion,  the  original  recommendations 
submitted  by  agencies  imder  §  1004  were 
considered  too  numerous  for  the  avail¬ 
able  funds,  and  in  some  instances  lacked 
adequate  description.  These  recommen¬ 
dations  were  returned  to  the  sulxnitting 
agencies  for  further  clarification  and 
refinement.  It  is  expected  that  all  rec¬ 
ommendations  will  have  been  resub¬ 
mitted  by  the  date  of  publication  of  these 
Interim  Regulations. 

In  that  the  material  contained  herein 
is  a  matter  relating  to  the  grant  and 
loan  program  of  the  Economic  Develop¬ 
ment  Administration  and  because  a  de¬ 
lay  in  implementing  these  regulations 
would  be  contrary  to  the  public  interest, 
the  relevant  provisions  of  the  Admin¬ 
istrative  Procedure  Act  (5  U.S.C.  553) 
requiring  notice  of  proposed  rulemaking, 
opportunity  for  public  participation  and 
delay  in  effective  date  are  Inapplicable. 

However,  In  accordance  with  the  spirit 
of  the  public  policy  set  forth  in  5  UJ3.C. 
553  interested  persons  may  submit  writ- 
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ten  comments  or  suggestions  to  the  As¬ 
sistant  Secretary  for  Economic  Develop¬ 
ment,  U.S.  Department  of  Commerce. 
Room  7800B,  Washington,  D.C.  20230  by 
Jime  2.  1975.  All  suggestions  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  in  revising  or  amending  the  in¬ 
terim  regiUations. 

Consideration  has  been  given  as  to 
whether  matters  set  forth  in  these  reg- 
\ilations  constitute  a  major  proposal  with 
an  inflationary  impact  \dthin  the  mean¬ 
ing  of  OMB  Circular  A-107  and  inter¬ 
pretative  guidelines  as  issued  by  the 
Department  of  Commerce.  It  has  been 
determined  that  these  regulations  do  not 
constitute  action  requiring  an  inflation¬ 
ary  impact  statement. 

Accordingly,  the  Interim  Regtilations 
shall  read  as  follows: 

Subpart  A — Program  Dascription  and  Allocation 
of  Funds 

Sec. 

313.1  Purpose. 

313.2  Definitions. 

313.3  Recommendations  for  the  allocation 

of  funds  for  Job  producing  programs 
and  projects. 

313:4  Final  approval  of  allocations. 

313.5  Program  review  and  request  for 
funds. 

313.8  Eligibility  of  programs  and  projects. 

313.7  Criteria  for  allocation  of  funds. 

313.8  Limitations. 

AuTHoaiTT:  Sec.  701  and  1006,  Pub.  L.  89- 
136  (August  26,  1966);  42  U.S.C.  3211;  79 
Stat.  570;  as  amended  by  Pub.  L.  93-667  (De¬ 
cember  31.  1974);  and  Department  of  Com¬ 
merce  (^aalzatlon  Order  10-4  (April  1. 
1970)  as  amended  (35  PR  5970  as  amended  at 
40  FR  12532). 

Subpart  A — Program  Description  and 
Allocation  of  Funds 

§  313.1  Purpose. 

The  purpose  of  this  subpart  is  to  set 
forth  the  general  requirements  and  pro¬ 
cedures  pursuant  to  which  the  several 
eligible  Federal  programs  and  projects 
may  receive  financial  assistance  under 
the  Job  Opportunities  Program  estab¬ 
lished  by  Title  X  of  the  Public  Works 
and  Economic  Development  Act  of  1965, 
as  amended  by  Pub.  L.  93-567.  Require¬ 
ments  that  apply  only  to  EDA  programs 
or  projects  which  are  eligible  for  finan¬ 
cial  assistance  under  this  part  are  con¬ 
tained  in  Subpart  B. 

§  313.2  Definitions. 

(a)  "Eligible  Area”  as  used  in  this  part 
means: 

(1)  any  area  which  the  Secretary  of 
Labor  designates  as  an  area  which  has 
a  rate  of  unemployment  equal  to  or  in 
excess  of  6.5  percent  for  three  consecu¬ 
tive  months,  or 

(2)  any  area  designated  pursuant  to 
S  204(c)  of  the  Comprehensive  Employ¬ 
ment  and  Training  Act  of  1973;  or 

(3)  any  area  designated  by  the  Assist¬ 
ant  Secretary  pursuant  to  section  401  of 
the  Public  Works  and  Economic  Develop¬ 
ment  Act  of  1965,  as  Amended,  as  a  re¬ 
development  area. 

§  313.3  Recommendation  for  the  allo¬ 
cation  of  funds  for  job  producing 
programs  and  projects. 

(a)  The  Assistant  Secretary  may  rec¬ 
ommend  that  fimds  be  allocated  to  de¬ 


partments,  agencies,  and  instrumentali¬ 
ties  of  the  Federal  Government  and  to 
regional  commissions  established  by  sec¬ 
tion  101  of  the  Appalachian  Regitmal  De¬ 
velopment  Act  of  1965  or  pursuant  to 
section  502  of  the  Public  Works  and  Eco¬ 
nomic  Development  Act  of  1965,  as 
amended,  for  use  in  funding  programs 
and  projects  eligible  under  existing  pro¬ 
gram  authorities  and  qualifying  under 
§  313.6  in  order  to  expand  or  accelerate 
the  job  creating  impact  of  such  programs 
or  projects  for  unemployed  persons  in 
eligible  areas. 

(b)  No  program  or  project  eligible  for 
assistance  may  be  approved  until  the  of¬ 
ficials  of  the  appropriate  units  of  gen¬ 
eral  government  in  the  affected  area  have 
an  adequate  opportunity  to  comment  on 
the  specific  proposal. 

§  313.4  Final  approval  of  allocations. 

Final  approval  of  allocations  of  fimds 
to  the  several  Federal  programs  imple¬ 
menting  Title  X  of  the  Act  shall  be  re¬ 
served  to  the  Secretary  pursuant  to  para¬ 
graph  3  of  Amendment  1  of  Department 
of  Commerce  Organization  Order  10-4. 

§  313.5  Program  review  and  request  fur 
funds. 

(a)  Each  department,  agency  or  instru¬ 
mentality  of  the  Federal  Government  and 
each  regional  commission  established  by 
S 101  of  the  Appalachian  Regional  De- 
veloinnent  Act  of  1965  or  by  S  502  of  the 
Public  Works  and  Economic  Development 
Act  of  1965,  as  amended,  shall: 

(1)  complete  a  review  of  its  budget, 
plans  and  programs  including  State,  sub¬ 
state  and*  local  developmoit  plans  filed 
with  such  department,  agency  or  com¬ 
mission; 

(2)  evaluate  the  job  creation  effective¬ 
ness  of  programs  and  projects  for  which 
funds  are  proposed  to  be  obligated  in 
calendar  year  1975  and  additional  pro¬ 
grams  and  projects  for  which  funds  could 
be  obligated  in  such  year  with  Federal 
financial  assistance  under  this  part;  • 

(3)  submit  to  the  Assistant  Secretary 
recommeiidations  for  programs  and  proj¬ 
ects  which  have  the  potential  to  stimu¬ 
late  the  creation  of  jobs  for  unemployed 
persons  in  eligible  areas,  together  with 
appropriate  requests  for  the  funds  needed 
for  each  program  or  project. 

(b)  Within  30  days  of  receipt  the  As¬ 
sistant  Secretary  and  the  Secretary  of 
Labor  shall  jointly  review  such  recom¬ 
mendations  and  fimd  requests  to  deter¬ 
mine  rilgibility  under  9  313.6. 

(c)  Subject  to  the  final  iq^proval  of  the 
Secretary,  the  Assistant  Secretary  then 
shall,  after  consultation  with  appropri¬ 
ate  departments,  agencies  and  instru¬ 
mentalities  of  the  Federal  Government  or 
regional  commissions,  make  allocations 
of  funds  to  eligible  programs  and  proj¬ 
ects  in  accordance  with  the  priority  cri¬ 
teria  set  forth  in  9  313.7. 

§  313.6  Eligibility  of  programs  and 
projects. 

Funds  Edlocated  or  utilized  by  the  As¬ 
sistant  Secretary  shall  be  available  only 
for  programs  or  projects  whldi  the  As¬ 
sistant  Secretary  and  the  Secretary  of 


Labor  shall  jointly  determine  are  pro¬ 
grams  or  projects : 

(a)  which  will  contribute  significantly 
to  the  reduction  of  unemployment  in  the 
area; 

(b)  which  can  be  initiated  or  strength¬ 
ened  promptly; 

(c)  with  respect  to  which  a  substantial 
portion  can  be  completed  within  12 
months  after  such  allocation  is  made; 

(d)  which  are  not  inconsistent  with 
locally  approved  comprehensive  plans 
for  the  jurisdiction  affected,  whenever 
such  plans  exist;  and 

(e)  which  will  be  approved  giving  first 
priority  to  programs  and  projects  which 
are  most  labor  intensive. 

§  313.7  Criteria  for  allocation  of  funds. 

(a)  In  addition  to  the  eligibility  cri¬ 
teria  outlined  in  9  313.6,  the  Assistant 
Secretary,  in  allocating  or  utilizing  funds 
under  this  part,  shall  assure  that  prior¬ 
ity  consideration  is  given  to: 

(1)  The  severity  of  unemployment  in 
the  area;  and 

(2)  The  appropriateness  of  the  pro- 
txtsed  activity  in  relating  to  the  number 
and  needs  of  unemployed  fiersons  in  eli¬ 
gible  areas. 

(b)  P\mds  will  be  allocated  on  a  emn- 
petitive  basis  to  those  applicants  which 
best  satisfy  the  eligibility  factors  in 
§  313.6  and  the  criteria  in  paragraph  (a) 
of  this  section. 

(c)  In  making  allocations  of  funds  the 
Assistant  Secretary  may  require  such 
terms  and  conditions  for  utilization  of 
these  funds  as  he  determines  are  neces¬ 
sary  to  carry  out  the  purpose  of  Title  X 
of  the  Public  Works  and  Economic  Devel¬ 
opment  Act  of  1965,  as  amended. 

§  313.8  Limitations. 

A  minimum  of  50%  of  Part  313  funds 
shall  be  used  for  programs  and  projects 
in  which  no  more  than  25%  of  the  funds 
will  be  used  for  non-labor  costs. 

(a)  Programs  and  projects  receiving 
funds  which  are  made  available  by  the 
Assistant  Secretary  imder  this  subpart 
shall  be  administered  by  the  head  of  the 
department,  agency  or  instrumentality 
of  the  Federal  Government  authorized  to 
administer  such  project  or  program.  All 
provisions  of  law  authorizing  and  regu¬ 
lating  such  programs  and  projects  shall 
be  applicable  except  provisions: 

(1)  Requiring  allocation  of  funds 
among  the  States; 

(2)  Limiting  the  total  amount  of  such 
grants  for  any  period;  or 

(3)  Relating  to  the  Federal  contribu¬ 
tion  to  any  State  or  local  government, 
whenever  the  President  or  head  of  such 
department,  agency,  or  instrumentality 
of  the  Federal  Government  determines 
that  any  non-Federal  contribution  can¬ 
not  reasonably  be  obtained  by  the  State 
or  local  government  concerned 

(b)  Subject  to  available  projects  sub¬ 
mitted  by  departments,  agencies  and  in¬ 
strumentalities  of  the  Federal  Govern¬ 
ment  and  regional  commissions,  the  As¬ 
sistant  Secretary  shall,  in  making  alloca¬ 
tions,  ensure  that  Title  X  funds  are  equit¬ 
ably  distributed  to  urban  and  rural  areas. 
Approximately  60  percent,  but  not  less 
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than  45  percent,  of  the  available  funds 
shall  be  allocated  to  projects  in  urban 
areas.  Approximately  40  percent,  but  not 
less  than  30  percent  of  such  fimds  shall 
be  allocated  to  projects  in  rural  areas. 

(c)  Programs  and  projects  receiving 
funds  which  are  made  available  by  the 
Assistant  Secretary  under  this  part  shall 
be  initiated  within  a  reasonable  time  pe¬ 
riod  which  shall  be  specified  by  the  As¬ 
sistant  Secretary.  If  a  program  or  project 
has  not  been  iMtiated  within  the  time 
period  specified,  the  funds  for  such  pro¬ 
gram  or  project  shall  be  retiumed  to  the 
Assistant  Secretary  for  reallocation. 

Effective  date.  This  interim  regiilation 
becomes  effective  on  April  11,  1975. 

Dated:  May  16. 1975. 

WiLMER  D.  MIZEL, 

Assistant  Secretary 
for  Economic  Development. 

IFR  Doc.76-13623  Piled  6-22-75:  8:45  ami 


Title  14 — Aeronautics  and  Space 

CHAPTER  I — FEDERAL  AVIATION  ADMIN¬ 
ISTRATION,  DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION 

(Docket  No.  7&-GL-6;  Arndt.  39-2216] 

PART  39— AIRWORTHINESS  DIRECTIVES 
Hartzell  Propellers 

Amendmmt  39-2136  (40  FR  12772) , 
AD  75-07-05  requires  inspection,  and  re¬ 
pair  or  replacement  of  cetrain  propeller 
blades  on  the  Hartzell  OHCMI^YK- 
()()()  series  propellers.  After  issuing 
Amendment  39-2136,  the  agency  deter¬ 
mined  that  further  clarification  of  the 
applicable  type  blades,  propeller  models 
and  serial  number  designations  wsis 
necessary.  Iherefore,  the  Airworthiness 
Directive  is  being  amended  to  preclude 
any  misimderstanding  about  the  identif¬ 
ication  of  these  items. 

Since  this  amendment  provides  a 
clarification  only  and  imposes  no  addi¬ 
tional  burden  on  any  person,  notice  and 
public  procedure  hereon  are  unnecessary 
and  the  amendment  may  be  effective  in 
less  than  30  days. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  and 
pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  (31  FR  13697 
and  14  C)FR  11.89),  §  39.13  of  Part  39  of 
the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations, 
Amendment  39-2136  (40  FR  12772),  AD 
75-07-05,  is  amended  by  inserting  the 
following  applicability  statement  in  lieu 
of  the  present  statement: 

Aj^lies  to  all  BartzeU  (  )(  )7666(  )- 

(  )  type  tdadee  (with  or  without  an  “A" 

Euffix  letter)  with  luiy  serial  number  pre¬ 
ceding  C38994  (i.e.,  all  blades  with  serial 
numbers  without  a  pre&x  letter  and  those 
with  “A”,  “B”  and  “C"  prefix  letters  thru 
serial  number  C38993) .  These  blades  are  used 
on,  but  not  limited  to  the  Model  (  )HC- 
02YK-1(  )(  ).  HC-C2YK-2(  )(  ),  and 

HC-C2YK-4(  )  (  )  series  propellers.  These 

propellers  are  Installed  on,  but  not  limited  to 
Fitts  S-aA,  Piper  PA-28-180  (STC  SA2213 
WE),  PA-28B-180,  Piper  PA-28R-200,  Piper 
PA-34-200  and  Mooney  M20(  )  series  air¬ 

craft  modtis.  Those  blades  only  used  with 
HarteeU  HC-C2YK-2(-G)  (  )  dampered  type 

propellesB  (hub  model  de^nation  with 
**-G”  suffix  letter)  are  excluded. 
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This  amendment  becomes  effective 
May  30,  1975. 

(Secs.  313(a),  601,  603,  Federal  Aviation  Aot 
of  1968  (49  UB.C.  1354(a).  1421,  1423);  sec. 
6(c),  Department  of  Tranq>ortation  Act  (49 
U.8.C.  1665(c) ) ) 

Issued  in  Des  Plaines,  Illinois  on  May 
16,  1975. 

R.  O.  Ziegler, 

Acting  Director, 
Great  Lakes  Region. 
(FR  Doc.76-13521  Filed  6-22-75;8:45  am] 


(Airworthiness  Docket  No.  76-WE-35-AD; 

Arndt.  39-2216] 

PART  39— AIRWORTHINESS  DIRECTIVES 

McDonnell  Douglas  Model  DC-9  Series  Air¬ 
planes,  Certificated  in  All  Categories,  In¬ 
cluding  Military  C-9A,  C-9B  Airplanes 

There  has  been  a  report  of  an  incident 
wherein  the  nose  landing  gear  could  not 
be  extended  by  means  of  the  manual  re¬ 
lease  system — the  airplane  made  an 
emergency  landing  with  the  nose  gear  re¬ 
tracted.  It  was  determined  that  accu¬ 
mulated  liquids  in  the  nose  landing  gear 
emergency  uplock  release  mechanism 
pressure  can,  P/N  9910073-87,  had  frozen 
and  prevented  operation  of  the  release 
mechanism  and  subsequent  extension  of 
the  nose  gear.  The  manufacturer  issued 
Service  Bulletin  S/B  53-91  to  (Hierators 
of  Model  DC-9  and  Military  C-9A  and 
C-9B  airplanes,  which  provides  instruc¬ 
tions  for  retrofit  of  a  pressure  can  cover, 
P/N  9910073-281,  permanent  removal  of 
the  can  drain  plug,  P/N  NAS  1103-1,  and, 
at  the  operator’s  cation,  removal  of  the 
nutplate,  to  preclude  accumulation  of 
liqifids  and/or  the  formation  ice.  Ihe 
agency  has  determined  that  the  modifi¬ 
cation,  described  in  Douglas  Service  Bul¬ 
letin  S/B  53-91,  dated  March  28. 1969,  or 
later  FAA-sqiproved  revision  is  an  ap¬ 
proved  modification  and  must  be  accom¬ 
plished.  Production  airplanes,  F/N  460 
and  subsequent,  incorporate  the  cover, 
P/N  9910073-281,  and  retain  the  .190/.194 
DIA.  drain  hole;  the  nutplate  has  been 
eliminated. 

Since  this  (xmdition  is  likely  to  exist  or 
develop  in  other  airplanes  of  the  ssune 
type  design,  an  airworthiness  directive  is 
being  Issued  to  require  modification  of 
the  press\u*e  can  (including  removal  of 
the  nutplate)  per  the  manufacturer’s  in- 
structi<ms  specified  in  Service  Bulletin 
53-91,  a  one-tlme-only  initial  visual  in¬ 
spection,  interim  repetitive  visual  checks 
(lending  accomplishment  of  the  modifi¬ 
cation.  and  terminating  action. 

Since  a  situation  exists  that  requires 
immediate  adoption  of  this  regulation,  it 
is  foimd  that  notice  and  public  proce¬ 
dures  hereon  are  impracticable  and  good 
cause  exists  for  making  this  amendment 
effective  in  less  than  30  days. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  and 
pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  (31  PR  13697), 
S  39.13  of  Part  39  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulati<xis  is  amended  by  adding  the 
following  new  airworthiness  directive: 


McDonnxix  Douglas,  .^plles  to  Model  DC-9 
series  airplanee,  certificated  in  lUl  cate¬ 
gories,  Including  MlllUtry  C-8A  and  C-9B 
airplanes,  listed  in  Douglas  Service  Bul¬ 
letin  No.  63-91,  Revision  1,  dated  Octo¬ 
ber  9,  1969,  or  later  FAA-approved  revi¬ 
sions. 

C(Hnpllance  required  as  indicated. 

To  prevent  possible  restriotlon  of  operation 
of  the  nose  landing  gear  manxial  release  sys¬ 
tem,  as  the  result  of  the  accumulation  of 
Uqulds  and  formation  of  ice  In  the  nose 
landing  gear  emergency  uplock  release  mech¬ 
anism  pressure  can,  P/N  9910073-87,  cuxsom- 
pllsh  the  following:  . 

(a)  Within  12  flight  hoiu-s  time  in  service 
after  the  effective  date  of  this  AD,  unless 
already  accomplished: 

(1)  Permanently  remove  the  pressure  can 
drain  plug,  P/N  NAS  1103-1;  and, 

(2)  Inject  for  and  drain  any  liquid. 

(b)  Thereafter,  check  once  dally  whUe  In 
service,  until  (c),  below,  is  accomplished,  to 
ascertain  that  the  drainhole  is  clear. 

(c)  Within  the  next  1600  hours  time  in 
service  after  the  effective  date  of  this  AD.  im- 
less  already  aocmnpllshed: 

Modify  the  nose  landing  gear  emergency 
uplock  release  mechanism  pressure  can,  P/N 
9910073-87,  in  accordance  with  the  instruc¬ 
tions  in  Douglas  Service  Buletin  63-01,  dated 
March  28,  1969,  or  later  FAA-approved  re¬ 
visions,  or  an  equivalent  means  ^>proved  by 
the  Chief,  Aircraft  Engineering  Division,  FAA 
Western  Region. 

Non:  The  drain  plug  nutplate,  listed  in 
S/B  63-01,  as  an  optkmal  removal  Item,  must 
be  permanently  removed  per  the  require¬ 
ments  of  this  AD. 

(d)  The  requirements  of  this  AD  may  be 
terminated  when  (c),  above  has  been 
accomplished. 

This  amesidment  becomes  effective 
May  29, 1975. 

(Secs.  313(a).  601,  603,  Federal  Aviation  Act 
of  1958  (49  U.S.C.  1354(a).  1421,  1423);  sec. 
6(c),  Department  of  Transportation  Act  (40 
U.S.C.  1666(c) ) ) 

Issued  in  Los  Angeles,  CTalifomla  on 
May  15,  1975. 

Robert  H.  Stanton, 

Director, 

FAA  Western  Region. 

(PR  Doc.76-13620  PUed  6-22-76; 8: 46  am] 


(Docket  No.  76-NE-23;  Arndt.  39-2217] 

PART  39— AIRWORTHINESS  DIRECTIVES 

Sikorsky  S-64E  and  S-64F  Helicopters 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  (31  FR  13697), 
an  airworthiness  directive  was  adopted 
on  May  12,  1975,  and  made  effective  im¬ 
mediately,  before  further  fiight,  as  to  all 
known  United  States  operators  of  Sikor¬ 
sky  S-64E  and  S-64F  model  helicopters. 

The  directive  requires  removal  of  the 
torquemeter  engine  to  gearbox  shaft  and 
gear  assemblies  prior  to  the  accumula¬ 
tion  of  3000  hours  total  time  in  service 
due  to  failure  of  an  index  wheel  of  the 
torquemeter  engine  to  gearbox  shaft  and 
gear  assembly  vdilch  resulted  in  serious 
damage  to  ccxnponents  of  the  main  rotor 
control  system. 

Since  it  was  found  that  immediate  cor¬ 
rective  action  was  required,  notice  and 
public  procedure  thereon  was  impracti¬ 
cable  and  contrary  to  the  public  Interest 
and  good  cause  existed  for  making  the  J 
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airworthiness  directive  effective  imme¬ 
diately  as  to  all  known  United  States 
operators  of  S-64E  and  S-64F  helicopters 
by  individual  telegrams,  dated  May  12, 
1975.  These  conditions  still  exist  and  the 
airworthiness  directive  is  hereby  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  as  an 
amendment  to  S  39.13  of  Part  39  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  to  make  it 
effective  as  to  all  persons. 

SiKOSSKT  Aibcratt.  Applies  to  all  Sikorsky 
Aircraft  Model  S-SiE  and  Model  S-64F 
helicopters.  To  prevent  failure  of  the 
torquemeter  engine  to  gearbox  shaft 
and  gefur  assembly  wd  consequent 
secondary  damage  to  tfte  main  rotor 
control  eyetem  components,  remove  prior 
to  further  flight,  torquemeter  engine  to 
gearbox  shaft  and  gear  assemblies,  P/N 
6435-90604-042,  with  3000  or  more  hoius 
total  time  in  service.  Replace  those  as- 
aemblles  removed  with  P/N  6436-20664- 
042  assemblies  which  have  less  than  3000 
hours  total  time  In  service. 

This  simendment  becomes  effective  on 
May  23, 1975,  for  all  persons  except  those 
to  whom  it  was  made  effective  immedi¬ 
ately  by  telegram. 

(Secs.  313(a),  601,  603,  Federal  Aviation  Act 
of  1968  (49  UB.C.  1354(a),  1421,  1423);  sec. 
6(o),  Department  of  Transportation  Act  (49 
UB.C.  1666(e))) 

Issued  in  Burlington,  Massachusetts, 
on  May  16, 1975. 

Quentin  S.  Taylor, 
Director, 

New  England  Region. 

(PR  Doc.75-13519  FUed  5-22-75;8;45  am] 


(Airspace  Docket  No.  75-SO-621 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 

AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES,  CON¬ 
TROLLED  AIRSPACE.  AND  REPORTING 

POINTS 

Alteration  of  Transition  Area 

The  purpose  of  this  amendment  to 
Part  71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regula¬ 
tions  is  to  alter  the  Laurinburg,  N.C.. 
transition  area. 

The  Laurinburg  transition  area  is  de¬ 
scribed  in  9  71.181  (40  F.R.  441).  In  the 
description,  an  extension,  predicated  on 
the  225*  bearing  from  Rocky  Ford  RBN, 
was  designated  to  provide  controlled  air¬ 
space  protection  for  IFR  aircraft  execut¬ 
ing  the  NDB  RWY  5  Instrument  Ap¬ 
proach  Procedure.  Effective  June  12, 
1975,  the  final  approach  bearing  will  be 
changed  to  226*.  It  is  necessary  to  alter 
the  description  to  refiect  this  change. 
Since  this  amendment  is  minor  in  na¬ 
ture,  notice  and  public  procedure  herecm 
are  unnecessary. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing.  Part 
71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  is 
amended,  effective  0901  Qjn.t.,  June  12, 
1975,  as  hereinafter  set  forth. 

In  9  71.181  (40  FJl.  441),  the  Laurin- 
burg.  N.C.,  transition  area  is  amended  as 
follows:  “*  •  •  225*  •  •  •”  is  deleted 
and  •  226*  *  *  *”  is  substituted 

therefor. 

(See.  307  (a) ,  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958  (49 
ITB.O.  1348(a)):  we.  6(e),  Department  of 
Tranaportatloa  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(o))) 
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Issued  in  East  Point,  Ga.,  on  May  15, 
1975. 

Phillip  M.  Swatek, 
Director. 
Southern  Region. 
(FR  Doc.76-13522  Filed  5-23-76;8:46  am] 


Title  20 — Employees'  Benefits 

CHAPTER  III— BDCIAL  SECURITY  ADMIN¬ 
ISTRATION,  DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH, 

EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 

(Reg.  No.  6,  further  amended] 

PART  405— FEDERAL  HEALTH  INSUR¬ 
ANCE  FOR  THE  AGED  AND  DISABLED 

Termination  of  ln|>atient  Routine  Nursing 
Salary  Cost  Differential 

On  April  3,  1975,  there  was  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  (40  FR  14934), 
a  Notice  of  proposed  rule  making  with 
a  proposed  amendment  to  Subpart  D  of 
Regulations  No.  5  (20  CFR  Part  405), 
regarding  the  termination  of  the  in¬ 
patient  routine  nursing  salary  cost  dif¬ 
ferential.  Interested  parties  were  given 
30  days  in  which  to  submit  written  com¬ 
ments  or  suggestions  thereon.  Comments 
and  suggestions  received  with  regard  to 
this  notice  of  proposed  rule  making,  re¬ 
sponses  thereto,  and  changes  in  the  pro¬ 
posed  regrulation  are  summarized  below. 

The  notice  of  proposed  rule  making 
pointed  out  that  an  inpatient  routine 
nursing  salary  cost  differential  to  recog¬ 
nize  the  above-average  costs  of  inpatient 
routine  nursing  care  furnished  to  Medi¬ 
care  beneficiaries  became  effective  July 
1969.  However,  since  that  time,  there 
have  been  changes  in  the  Medicare  law, 
changes  in  the  way  services  are  fur¬ 
nished,  and  changes  in  the  way  in  which 
Medicare  reimburses  for  routine  services, 
and  these  changes  gave  rise  to  a  de¬ 
cision  to  terminate  recognition  of  this 
cost  differential.  One  effect  of  the  ter¬ 
mination  of  the  inpatient  routine  nurs¬ 
ing  salary  cost  differential  will  be  that 
Medicaid  payments  will  increase  since 
the  Medicare  routine  nursing  cost  differ¬ 
ential  is  subtracted  from  the  totsd  allow¬ 
able  route  nursing  service  costs  in  deter¬ 
mining  reimbursement  for  Medicaid 
patients. 

Many  who  commented  requested  that 
additional  data  be  furnished  to  further 
explain  the  changes  in  the  Medicare  law 
and  the  changes  in  the  way  services  are 
furnished  which  gave  rise  to  the  decision 
to  terminate  recognition  of  the  inpatient 
routine  nursing  salary  cost  differentiaL 
Pub.  L.  92-603,  the  Social  Security 
Amendments  of  1972,  86  Stat.  1329,  ex¬ 
panded  the  scope  of  Medicare  coverage 
to  include  certain  beneficiaries  in  the 
below-age-65  population.  As  a  result,  as 
of  January  1975,  approximately  8.5  per¬ 
cent  of  the  total  number  of  Medicare  ben¬ 
eficiaries  were  below  age  65.  Also,  it  has 
been  estimated  that  approximately  28 
percent  of  all  individuals  currently  en¬ 
tering  (HI  the  Medicare  roUs  are  under 
age  65.  Therefore,  it  can  be  expected  that 
the  ratio  of  below-age-65  beneficiaries  to 
the  total  Medicare  population  will  con¬ 
tinue  to  Increase.  The  larger  the  segment 
of  below-age-65  population  that  Is  en- 
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compassed  by  the  Medicare  program,  the 
more  appropriate  an  average  inpatient 
routine  nursing  cost  per  day  amount  for 
all  beneficiaries  (excluding  recognition 
of  any  differential)  becomes. 

An  important  change  in  methods  of 
caring  for  the  intensely  ill  is  Illustrated 
by  the  increasing  niunbers  of  special  care 
beds.  Based  on  available  statistics,  be¬ 
tween  1969,  the  year  that  the  original  dif¬ 
ferential  factor  became  effective,  and 
1973,  the  niunber  of  special  care  beds 
increased  by  about  40  percent.  Further, 
the  differential  was  based  on  statistics 
obtained  in  a  study  done  in  1966.  As  spe¬ 
cial  care  units  have  increased,  it  has  b^n 
noted  that  there  is  greater  utilization  of 
these  special  care  units  than  of  routine 
care  areas  by  Medicare  beneficiaries.  For 
example,  recent  data  Indicate  that  for 
providers  with  special  care  units,  the 
percentage  of  utilization  of  these  units 
by  Medicare  beneficiaries  is  as  much  as 
18  percent  greater  than  their  rate  of 
utilization  of  routine  nursing  care  units. 
Some  of  these  findings,  among  others,  led 
to  changes  in  Medicare  cost-apportion¬ 
ment  requirements,  effective  January  1, 
1972  (20  CFR  405.452(b) ) ,  which  author¬ 
ized,  for  the  first  time,  separate  cost  find¬ 
ing  and  apportionment  for  care  furnished 
in  special  care  units.  Costs  in  special 
care  units,  such  as  cardiac  care  units, 
which  are  the  most  common  tirpe  of  such 
units,  are  substantially  higher  than  costs 
in  general  care  areas.  Consequently,  the 
separate  apportionment  for  special  care 
units  increased  Medicare  relmbursemrat 
to  providers  for  services  furnished  to  the 
elderly  in  these  units  by  refiecting  di¬ 
rectly  their  above-average  use  of  such 
units. 

Comments  were  received,  objecting  to 
the  fact  that  additicHial  studies  to  de¬ 
termine  the  appropriateness  of  the 
amount  of  an  Inpatient  routine  nursing 
salary  cost  differential  had  not  been 
completed,  as  prescribed  by  regulations. 
The  Intent  of  the  regulation  section 
405.430(c)(1),  in  prescribing  such 
studies,  was  to  give  recognition  to  the 
need  to  review  the  amoimt  of  the  cost 
differential,  assuming  the  appropriate¬ 
ness  of  its  continued  applicability.  How¬ 
ever.  the  changes  dei^ribed  above  have 
so  significantly  altered  the  circum¬ 
stances  underlying  the  initial' recogni¬ 
tion  of  the  nursing  differential  that  the 
concept  of  a  cost  differential  for  rou¬ 
tine  nursing  care  is  considered  no  longer 
appr<H>riate. 

Many  who  commented  objected  to  the 
termination  of  the  cost  differential  on 
the  grounds  that  it  would  result  in  non- 
Medicare  patients  absorbing  the  costs  of 
providing  routine  nursing  care  to  Medi¬ 
care  beneficiaries.  Medicare  cost  reim¬ 
bursement  policies  and  procedures  are 
designed  to  implement  the  statutory 
provision  that  the  program  pay  its  full 
share  of  the  total  reasonable  cost  (or 
customary  charges,  if  less)  of  the  pro¬ 
vider  that  is  rdated  to  the  care  fur¬ 
nished  Medicare  beneficiaries.  This  stat¬ 
utory  requirement  will  not  be  changed 
by  the  termination  of  Uie  nursing  cost 
differential.  Under  the  authority  granted 
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to  the  Secretary  by  statute,  to  deter¬ 
mine  which  costs  are  reasonable  and 
related  to  the  efficient  delivery  of  health 
care  to  Medicare  benefieiaries,  the  de¬ 
termination  has  been  made  that  a  nurs- 
infir  cost  differential  is  no  longrer  appro¬ 
priate  as  an  allowable  cost  and  reimburs- 
aMe  cost  under  the  Medicare  program. 

A  niunber  of  editorial  changes  have 
been  made  In  the  Interest  of  clarity. 
With  these  changes,  the  proposed 
amendment  is  adc^ted  and  set  forth 
below. 

(Secs.  1103,  1814(b).  1861  (v)  (1)  (A),  1871. 
Social  Secui^  Act,  40  Stat.  647,  as  amended, 
79  Stat.  396.  as  amended.  79  Stat.  322,  as 
amended,  and  79  Stat.  831;  40.  UA.C.  1302, 
13951  (b).  1395x(v)(l)(A).  and  1895hli.) 

Effective  date:  This  regulation  will  be 
effective  June  23, 1975,  and  will  be  effec¬ 
tive  for  cost-reporting  periods  beginning 
after  June,  1975. 

(Catalog  at  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  No.  13.800,  Health  Insurance  for 
the  Aged — ^Hospital  Insurance.) 

Dated:  May  13. 1975. 

J.  B.  Cardwell, 

Commissioner  of  Social  Security. 

Approved:  May  19. 1975. 

Caspar  W.  Weinberger, 

Secretary  of  Health. 

Education,  and  Welfare. 

Regulations  No.  5  of  the  Social  Secu¬ 
rity  Administration  (20  CFR  Part  405) 
is  furtho'  amended  as  set  forth  below: 

Sectifm  405.430  is  amended  by  revising 
paragraphs  (a),  (c)(1).  and  (d)  (1)  and 
(2) ,  and  the  title  (ff  paragrs4?h  (e)  (1)  to 
read  as  follows: 

§  405.430  Inpatient  routine  nursing  sal¬ 
ary  cost  dilTerential. 

(a)  Principle.  In  recognition  of  the 
above-average  cost  of  Inpatient  routine 
nursing  care  furnished  to  aged  patients, 
an  inpatient  routine  nursing  salary  cost 
differential  is  allowable  as  a  reimbursa¬ 
ble  cost  of  a  provider  after  June  30, 
1969,  and  before  that  provider’s  first 
cost-reporting  period  which  begins  after 
Jime  1975  (the  month  after  publication 
in  the  Federal  Register)  .  'Die  allowable 
differential  applicable  to  such  inpatient 
routine  nursing  salary  costs  of  aged 
patients  for  the  specified  period  is  reim¬ 
bursable  at  the  rate  of  8%  percent.  Rec¬ 
ognition  of  the  differential  by  the  health 
insurance  program  is  accomplished 
through  an  liu>atlent  routine  nursing 
salary  cost  differential  adjustment  fac¬ 
tor  as  defined  in  paragraph  (b)  (8)  of 
this  section. 

•  •  •  •  * 

(c)  Application.  (1)  In  the  determina¬ 
tion  of  health  insmance  Inpatient 
routine  sMTice  costs,  the  rate  of  8V4  per¬ 
cent  has  been  established  as  the  In¬ 
patient  routine  musing  salary  cost  dif¬ 
ferential  for  aged,  pediatric,  and  mater¬ 
nity  patients.  This  inpatient  routine 
nursing  salary  (xwt  differential  is  appli¬ 
cable  to  inpatient  routine  nursing  salary 
costs  incurred  by  a  provider  after 
June  30,  1969,  and  before  that  provider’s 


first  cost-reporting  period  which  begins 
after  June  1975  (the  month  after  pub- 
licaticm  in  the  Federal  Register)  . 

•  •  •  •  • 

(d)  Effective  dates.  (1)  Cost-reporting 
periods  beginning  after  June  30,  1969, 
and  before  July  1975  (the  second  month 
after  publication  in  the  Federal  Regis¬ 
ter).  For  cost-reporting  periods  begin¬ 
ning  after  June  30, 1969,  and  before  July 
1975  (the  second  month  after  publica¬ 
tion  in  the  Federal  Register).  The  in¬ 
patient  routine  nursing  salary  cost  dif¬ 
ferential  adjustment  factor  is  applicable 
for  the  en^e  r^)orting  period  as  an 
element  in  the  computation  of  the  pro¬ 
vider’s  reimbursable  cost. 

(2)  Cost-reporting  periods  ending  be  ¬ 
fore  July  1,  1969,  or  cost-reporting  pe¬ 
riods  beginning  after  June  1975  (the 
month  after  publication  in  the  Federal 
Register).  For  cost-reporting  periods 
ending  before  July  1,  1969,  or  cost- 
rQx>rting  periods  beginning  after  June 
1975  (the  month  sffter  puldication  in  the 
Federal  Register).  There  shall  not  be 
included  as  an  element  in  the  computa¬ 
tion  of  the  provider’s  reimbursable  costs 
any  inpatient  routine  nursing  salary 
cost  differential  adjustment  factor. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(e)  Examples.  (1)  Illustration  of  cal¬ 
culation  of  differential  adjustment  factor 
for  a  cost-reporting  period  beginning 
after  June  30, 1969,  and  before  July  1975 
(the  seccmd  month  after  publication  in 
the  Federal  Register)  . 

•  •  •  *  • 

{FB  Doc.75-13621  FUed  6-22-76;8:46  am] 

Title  21 — Food  and  Drugs 

CHAPTER  I— 4^00D  AND  DRUG  ADMINIS¬ 
TRATION,  DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH, 

EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 

SUBCHAPTER  B— FOOD  AND  FOOD  PRODUCTS 

PART  37— FISH 

Canned  Pacific  Salmon;  Order  Amending 
Standards  of  Identity  and  Fill  of  Container 

The  Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs 
is  amending  the  standards  of  identity 
(21  CTR  37.10)  and  fill  of  container  (21 
CFR  37.12)  requirements  for  caimed 
Pacific  salmon,  effective  July  22,  1975, 
except  as  to  any  provisions  that  may  be 
stayed  by  the  fili^  of  proper  objections. 
Objections  to  this  order  may  be  filed  on 
or  before  June  23,  1975.  'Die  Commis¬ 
sioner  originally  proposed  the  amend¬ 
ments  in  a  notice  of  proposed  rule  mak¬ 
ing  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
of  May  29.  1974  (39  FR  18660) ,  to  adopt, 
as  far  as  is  practicable,  the  provisions 
of  the  Recommended  International 
Standard  for  Canned  Pacific  Salmon 
(Codex) . 

’Three  additional  forms  of  canned  sal¬ 
mon  are  being .  added  to  the  identity 
standard — “Minced  Salmon,"  “Salmon 
Tills  or  Tidbits,”  and  a  “No  Salt  Added” 
fmm.  Based  on  the  Codex  standard,  a 
sampling  plan  and  related  definitions 
have  been  added  to  the  present  ^  of 
container  standard. 

One  letter  from  a  trade  association  and 
one  from  a  consumer  organization,  each 


letter  containing  five  comments,  were  re¬ 
ceived  in  response  to  the  ixoposal.  These 
comments  and  the  Commissioner’s  (x>n- 
clusimis  based  on  his  evaluatimi  of  them 
are  as  follows: 

1.  One  comm»it  opposed  including  the 
(^tlonal  forms  “Minced  Salmon”  and 
“Salmon  Tips  or  Tidbits”  (5  37.10  (c)  (3) 
and  (c)  (4) )  until  the  proper  technology 
for  handling  the  edible  parts-of  the  trim¬ 
mings  can  be  develop^.  The  comment 
also  stated  that  S  37.10(c)  would  have 
to  be  revised  to  provide  for  the  use  of 
edible  parts  of  the  trimmings. 

The  Commissioner  notes  that  “Minced 
Salmon”  and  “Salmon  Tips  or  ’Tidbits” 
are  recognized  articles  of  commerce  in 
the  world  market.  ’Ihe  present  standard 
as  amended  herein  is  sufficiently  broad 
to  embrace  present  technology,  to  permit 
development  of  Improved  product  tech¬ 
nologies,  and  to  provide  for  use  of  any 
edible  portions  of  salmon  fiesh  in  the 
products  with  appropriate  labeling.  The 
Commissioner  concludes  that  it  will  bene¬ 
fit  the  consumer  and  facilitate  world 
trade  to  provide  for  these  forms  of 
canned  salmon  at  this  time. 

2.  One  comment  oi^Tosed  the  term 
“minced”  in  i  37.10(c)  (3) ,  stating  that  it 
is  not  as  familiar  to  the  consumer  as  the 
term  “fiaked.” 

The  Commissioner  concludes  that  the 
term  “minced”  more  accurately  describes 
the  form  of  the  salmon  product  than  the 
term  “fiaked”  and  considers  the  term 
“minced”  appropriate  for  the  product. 
Consiuners  cue  probably  most  familiar 
with  the  term  “fiaked”  as  one  of  the 
standardized  forms  of  canned  tuna.  On 
tuna  cans  it  refers  to  a  mixture  of  tuna 
pieces  of  such  size  that  more  than  50 
percent  of  the  pieces  will  pass  through 
a  V^-lnch  mesh  screen  and  also  retain 
the  muscular  structure  of  the  fiesh.  TThe 
term  “minced”  refers  to  finely  ground 
particles. 

3.  One  comment  requested  that  the 
Codex  canned  salm<m  style  “No  Salt 
Added”  be  provided  for  in  the  UB.  iden¬ 
tity  standard.  The  comment  stated  in 
simport  of  this  request  that  about  10,000 
to  20,000  cases  of  unsalted  canned  salmon 
are  produced  each  year.  The  com¬ 
ment  explained  that  the  product  is  pro¬ 
vided  for  in  the  Interim  Federal  Specifi¬ 
cation  for  Canned  Salmon,  PP-^31c, 
and  that  the  principal  recipients  of  this 
product  are  government  agencies.  An¬ 
other  comm«it  stated  that  it  is  mislead¬ 
ing  to  label  canned  salmon  with  the 
words  “No  Salt  Added”  because  of  the 
implication  that  the  product  is  a  low 
sodiiun  food.  In  addition,  the  comment 
stated  that  a  regulation  should  be  pro¬ 
mulgated  stating  that  it  is  misleading 
to  emphasize  the  absence  of  added  salt  in 
a  product  not  naturally  low  in  sodium. 

In  view  of  the  apparent  market  for 
unsalted  canned  salmon,  the  Commis¬ 
sioner  concludes  that  it  would  be  in  the 
consumers’  interest  to  permit  the  label 
of  canned  salmon  packed  without  the 
addition  of  salt  to  bear  a  statement  to 
that  effect.  Such  labeling  will  not  be  mis¬ 
leading,  provided  the  label  statements 
required  by  S  125.9  Label  statements  re¬ 
lating  to  food  for  use  as  a  means  of  regu- 
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lating  the  intake  of  sodium  (21  CFR 
125.9)  appear  on  the  label  regarding  any 
statement  describing  the  absence  of 
added  salt.  The  regulation  below  has  been 
changed  accordingly. 

The  Commissioner  also  concludes  that 
a  regulation  for  misleading  labeling  of 
food  products  not  naturally  low  in  sodium 
is  a  separate  issue  that  should  be  a  sepa¬ 
rate  proposal  dealing  with  all  food. 

4.  One  comment  xirged  that  provision 
be  made  for  various  packing  media,  such 
as  water,  vegetable  broth,  and  a  combina¬ 
tion  of  oil  and  broth. 

The  Commissioner  notes  that  the  nat¬ 
ural  charactertistics  of  the  six  species  of 
Pacific  salmon  are  such  that  the  food 
may  be  processed  without  precooking  or 
without  the  addition  of  various  packing 
media.  The  Commissioner  concludes  that 
to  permit  the  addition  of  unnecessary 
packing  media  to  canned  salmon  is  not 
in  the  consumers’  interest,  and  the  order 
does  not  provide  for  the  use  of  packing 
media.  Salmon  oil  added  to  canned  sal¬ 
mon  is  not  considered  to  be  a  packing 
medium  because  of  the  very  small 
amounts  used  (about  3  to  6  ml  of  oil  per 
can) . 

5.  One  comment  stated  that  the  last 
sentence  in  S  37.10(e)(2)  (21  CFR  37.10 
(e)  (2) )  in  the  present  identity  standard 
should  be  retained.  The  comment  main¬ 
tained  that  deletion  of  the  sentence 
would  necessitate  making  the  t3^  size 
for  the  form  of  pack  the  same  size  as 
that  for  the  name  of  the  food. 

The  Commissioner  agrees  that  the 
wording  in  Uie  proposal  may  be  imclear 
and  has  reworded  the  paragraph.  He  did 
not  intend  that  the  statement  of  form 
must  be  the  same  size  as  the  words  in 
the  name  of  the  food.  Accordingly,  the 
regulaticm  has  been  revised  to  incorpo¬ 
rate  by  reference  the  requirements  of  21 
CFR  1.8(c). 

6.  One  comment  asserted  that  the 
number  of  samples  required  by  proposed 
§  37.12(b)  to  calculate  the  average  net 
weight  is  too  large;  it  would  result  in 
economic  loss  due  to  the  high  cost  of 
salmon. 

The  Commissioner  concludes  that  the 
basis  of  the  sample  size  requirement  is 
statistically  sound  and  is  necessary  to 
assure  the  proper  average  net  weight 
of  the  product. 

7.  One  comment  stated  that  the  in¬ 
corporation  of  a  sampling  plan  into  the 
standard  should  be  considered  in  a  sep¬ 
arate  publication.  It  also  stated  that  “It 
is  particularly  egregious  to  incorporate 
a  sampling  plan  into  the  canned  salmon 
regulation  without  modifying  the  accept¬ 
able  minimum  net  weights  for  the  vari¬ 
ous  can  sizes.  Under  the  existing  stand¬ 
ard  each  can  must  meet  the  minimum 
net  weight,  and  so  packers  must  pack 
above  the  minimum  amounts  on  the 
average  to  assure  compliance.  By  adding 
the  sampling  plan  without  raising  the 
requirements  the  FDA  is  allowing  a  lower 
average  to  be  packed  into  each  can,  a  dis¬ 
tinct  disservice  to  the  consumer.” 

The  Commissioner  agrees  that  the 
problem  of  sampling  plans  Is  complex; 
It  should  not  be  resolved  solely  upon  the 
comments  of  a  few  persons  interested 
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only  in  a  particular  commodity.  The 
sampling  plans  in  the  proposed  amend¬ 
ment  are  the  result  of  years  of  study  by 
many  individuals  and  groups.  The  appli¬ 
cability  of  the  plans  is  well  established 
and  accepted.  Sampling  plans  are  essen¬ 
tial  to  proper  determination  of  compli¬ 
ance  with  the  requirements  of  a  fill  of 
container  standard. 

The  statement  in  the  comment  that 
the  applicable  provision  of  the  present 
fill  standard  requires  that  each  can  must 
meet  the  minimiun  fill  requirement  is  in 
error.  The  present  §  37.12(a)  (21  CFR 
37.12(a))  states  that  the  standard  of 
fill  for  canned  salmon  is  based  on  a  24- 
can  average  weight  of  the  contents  of  the 
cans  making  up  the  sample. 

The  Commissioner  concludes  that  the 
proposed  amendment  of  S  37.12(a)  is  in 
the  consumers’  interest,  and  there  is  no 
reason  to'  publish  the  sampling  plan  as 
a  separate  proposal. 

8.  One  comment  opposed  the  listing 
of  packing  oil  in  the  net  weight  statement 
of  the  product  and  stated  that  the  quan¬ 
tity  of  contents  in  the  can  should  be  de¬ 
clared  on  the  label  as  drained  weight. 

The  Commissioner  advises  that  the 
practice  of  adding  salmon  oil  to  caimed 
salmon  is  limited  to  a  small  percentage 
of  the  pack  of  three  species  of  salmon, 
usually  to  V4-  and  -pound  can  sizes, 
ahd  to  very  small  amounts  (about  3  to 
6  ml  of  oil  per  can) .  ’The  practice  is  self- 
limiting  for  a  number  of  reasons,  not  the 
least  of  which  is  that  the  cost  of  salmon 
oil  is  greater  than  the  cost  of  salmon. 

The  Commissioner  concludes  that  it  is 
reasonable  to  include  the  weight  of  the 
added  salmon  oil  in  the  quantity  of  con¬ 
tents  statement  because  added  salmon  oil 
is  an  edible  part  of  the  food  and,  since 
no  packing  media  are  permitted,  to  de¬ 
clare  the  quantity  of  contents  of  canned 
salmon  as  net  weight. 

9.  One  comment  stated  that  it  was  as¬ 
sumed  that  the  minimum  weight  coliunn 
in  the  proposed  regulation  (S  37.12(a)) 
giving  metric  equivalents  of  the  U.S.  cus¬ 
tomary  system  units  is  for  informational 
purposes  and  not  required  for  labeling. 

The  Commissioner  afiSrms  this  as¬ 
sumption.  At  the  present  time,  labeling 
information  in  metric  units  is  not  re¬ 
quired.  However,  the  Commissioner  en¬ 
courages  the  use  of  contents  declarations 
in  terms  of  the  International  (metric) 
System  along  with  the  U.S.  customary 
system. 

’Therefore,  piirsuant  to  provisions  of 
the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic 
Act  (secs.  401,  701,  52  Stat.  1046,  1055- 
1056,  as  amended,  70  Stat.  919  and  72 
Stat.  948  (21  U.S.C.  341, 371) )  and  under 
authority  delegated  to  the  Commissioner 
(21  CFR  2.120) :  It  is  ordered.  That  21 
CFR  Part  37  be  amended  as  follows; 

1.  In  §  37.10  by  adding  new  paragraph 
(c)  (3) ,  (4) ,  and  (5)  and  revising  para¬ 
graph  (e)  (2)  and  (3)  to  read  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

§  37.10  CHnned  Pacific  salmon;  iden¬ 
tity. 

*  •  •  •  • 

(c)  •  •  • 

(3)  “Minced  Salmon”  consists  of  sal¬ 
mon  which  has  been  minced  or  groimd. 
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(4)  “Salmon  ’Tips  or  Tidbits”  consists 
of  small  pieces  of  salmon. 

(5)  “No  Salt  Added”  consists  of  can¬ 
ned  salmon  to  which  no  salt  has  been 
added. 

*  •  •  •  • 

(e)  •  •  * 

(2)  (i)  Whenever  the  form  of  pack  is 
that  described  in  paragraph  (c)  (2). 
(3),  or  (4)  of  this  section,  the  word  or 
words  describing  the  form  of  pack  shall 
immediately  precede  or  follow  the  name 
of  the  food  without  intervening  written, 
printed,  or  graphic  matter  in  the  manner 
prescribed  in  S  1.8(c)  of  this  chapter; 
for  example,  “red  salmon”  as  the  name 
of  the  food  followed  by  “skinless  and 
backbone  removed.” 

(ii)  Whenever  the  form  of  pack  is  that 
described  in  paragraph  (c)  (5)  of  this 
section  and  words  describing  the  form  of 
pack  are  declared  on  the  label,  the  label 
shall  also  bear  the  statements  required 
by  §  125.9  of  this  chapter. 

(3)  The  name  of  each  of  the  ingredi¬ 
ents  used  shall  be  declared  on  the  label 
as  required  by  the  applicable  sections  of 
Part  1  of  this  chapter. 

2.  By  revising  §  37.12  to  read  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

§  37.12  (banned  Pacific  salmon,  fill  of 
container;  label  statement  of  sub¬ 
standard  fill. 

(a)  The  standard  of  fill  of  container 
for  canned  salmon  is  a  fill  including  all 
the  contents  of  the  container  and  is  not 
less  than  the  minimum  net  weight  speci¬ 
fied  for  the  corresponding  can  size  in  the 
following  table: 

n.  Minimum 

I.  Can  size  net  weight 

603x406  .  1.814  kg  (64  oz). 

301x411  .  464  g  (16  OB). 

301x408  . . .  439  g  (18%  Ob). 

401x211  .  439  g  (18%  oz), 

607x406x108  .  439  g  (16%  OZ). 

301x308  . . .  340  g  (12  OB). 

307x200.26  . .  220  g  (7%  oz). 

613x307x103  _  220  g  (7%  oz). 

307x113  . .  191  g  (6%  OB). 

301x106  .  106  g  (3%  OB). 

407x213x016  . .  106  g  (3%  OB). 

If  the  can  size  in  question  is  not  listed, 
calculate  the  value  for  Column  n  as 
follows:  From  the  list,  select  as  the  com¬ 
parable  can  size,  that  one  having  the 
nearest  water  capacity  of  the  can  size  in 
question,  multiply  the  net  weight  listed 
in  Column  n  by  the  water  capacity  of 
the  can  size  in  question,  and  divide  by  the 
water  capacity  of  the  comparable  can 
size.  Water  capacities  are  determined  by 
the  general  method  provided  in  §  10.6 
(a)  of  this  chapter. 

(b)  Sampling  and  acceptance  proce¬ 
dure:  The  sample  size  of  the  sample 
representing  the  lot  will  be  selected  in 
accordance  with  the  sampling  plan 
shown  in  paragraph  (b)  (2)  of  this  sec¬ 
tion.  A  lot  is  to  be  considered  acceptable 
when  the  average  net  weight  of  all  the 
sample  units  is  not  less  than  the  mini¬ 
miun  net  weight  stated  in  paragraph  (a) 
of  this  section  for  the  corresponding  can 
size. 

(1)  Definitions  of  terms  to  be  used  in 
the  sampling  plans  in  paragraph  (b)  (2) 
of  this  section  are  as  follows: 
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^  (1)  Lot.  A  collection  of  primary  con> 

tainers  or  units  of  the  same  size,  type, 
and  style  manufactured  or  packed  under 
ffftndttinna  and  handlpd  as  a  Sin¬ 
gle  imit  of  trade. 

(II)  Lot  size.  'Hie  number  of  primary 
containers  or  units  In  the  lot. 

(III)  Sample  size  (n).  The  total  num¬ 
ber  of  sample  units  drawn  for  examina¬ 
tion  from  a  k>t. 

(Iv)  Sample  unit.  A  container,  the  en¬ 
tire  contents  of  a  container,  a  portion  of 
the  contents  of  a  container,  or  a  com¬ 
posite  mixture  of  product  from  small 
containers  that  is  sufficient  for  exami¬ 
nation  or  testing  as  a  single  unit. 

(2)  Sampling  plans: 

Lot  size  (primary  Sine  of  container  * 

containers) :  (n) 

4,800  or  less _  13 

4JB01  to  34,000 _  21 

24,001  to  46,000 . 29 

«,001  to  84,000 . 48 

84,001  to  144,000 _  84 

144,001  to  240,000 _  136 

Over  240,000 .  200 

iNet  weight  equal  to  or  lees  than  1  kg. 
(33  lb). 

Lot  size  (primary  Size  of 

containers) :  container  *  (n) 

2.400  or  lees _  13 

3.401  to  16,000 _  31 

16,001  to  34,000 _  29 

24,001  to  42,000 _  48 

42,001  to  73,000 .  84 

73,001  to  130,000 .  126 

Over  120,000 _  300 

1  Net  weight  greater  than  1  kg  (2.2  lb)  but 
not  more  than  4.6  kgs  (10  Ib). 

(c)  If  canned  salmon  falls  below  the 
standard  of  fill  of  container  prescribed 
In  paragraph  (a)  of  this  section,  the 
label  shall  bear  the  general  statement  of 
substandard  fill  specified  In  S  10.7(b)  of 
this  ch^ter.  In  the  manner  and  form 
therein  specified. 

Any  person  who  will  be  adversely  af¬ 
fected  by  the  foregoing  order  may  at  any 
time  on  (v  before  June  23, 1975,  file  with 
the  Hearing  Clerk,  Food  and  Drug  Ad¬ 
ministration,  Rm.  4-65,  5600  Fishers 
Lane,  Rockville,  MD  20852,  written  ob¬ 
jections  thereto.  Objections  shall  show 
wherein  the  person  filing  will  be  ad¬ 
versely  affected  by  the  order,  specify  with 
particularity  the  provisions  of  the  order 
deemed  objectionable,  and  state  the 
grounds  for  the  objections.  If  f  hearing 
Is  requested,  the  objections  shall  state  the 
issues  tor  the  hearing,  shall  be  supported 
by  grounds  factually  and  legally  sufficient 
to  justify  the  relief  sought,  and  shall  in¬ 
clude  a  detailed  description  and  analysis 
of  the  factual  Information  Intended  to 
be  presented  in  support  of  the  objections 
In  the  event  that  a  hearing  Is  held.  Six 
coupes  of  all  documents  shall  be  filed.  Re¬ 
ceived  objections  may  be  seen  in  the 
above  offlra  during  wcniting  hours,  Mon¬ 
day  through  Friday. 

Effective  date.  This  order  shall  be¬ 
come  effective  on  July  22,  1975,  exc^H  as 
to  any  provisions  that  may  be  stay^  by 
the  filing  of  ixoper  objections.  Notice  of 
the  filing  of  objections  or  lack  thereof 
will  be  given  by  publication  In  the  Fsd- 
XRAL  RIGISTZB. 
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(Secs.  401,  701,  62  Stat.  1046,  1066-1066.  M 
amended.  TO  Btat.  919  and  73  Stat.  948  (31 
UJ3.C.  941,  971) ) 

Dated;  May  15. 1975. 

Sax  D.  Fine, 

Associate  Commissioner  for 
Compliance. 
[FR  Doc.75-13646  FUed  6-22-76;8:45  am] 


SUBCHAFTER  O — DRUGS  FOR  HUMAN  USE 

PART  331— ANTACID  DRUG  PRODUCTS 
FOR  OVER-THE-COUNTER  HUMAN  USE 

PART  332— ANTIFLATULENT  PRODUCTS 
FOR  OVER-THE-COUNTER  HUMAN  USE 

Revised  Effective  Dates 

The  Commissioner  ot  Food  and  Drugs 
is  extending  the  effective  date  to  Sep¬ 
tember  2,  1975  for  labeling  of  antacid 
and  antiflatulent  products  not  receiving 
an  extension  of  the  effective  date  for 
reformulation. 

In  the  Federal  Register  of  Jime  4. 
1974  (39  FR  19862),  the  Commissioner 
promulgated  a  final  order  for  antacid 
and  antiflatulent  Over-the-Counter 
(OTC)  products  generally  recognized  as 
safe  and  effective  and  not  misbranded. 
Paragraiffi  82  of  the  preamble  of  that 
order  states  that  the  Commissioner  con¬ 
cluded  that  it  was  reasonable  to  estab¬ 
lish  the  following  ccmditions  for  tiie 
effective  date  of  the  final  monograph: 
“The  effective  date  of  the  monograph 
will  be  July  5,  1974,  with  the  following 
exceptions.  The  effective  date  for  all 
labeling  for  products  not  receiving  an 
extension  of  the  effective  date  for  re¬ 
formulation  shall  be  Jime  5, 1975.  Where 
reformulatlmi  is  necessary,  and  If  suffi¬ 
cient  data  and  reasons  are  supplied,  the 
Commissioner  will  grant  an  extension  of 
the  effective  date  for  reformulation  and 
relabeling  for  up  to  2  years  after  the 
date  of  piffilication  in  the  Federal 
Register.'* 

The  Commissioner  has  received  re¬ 
quests  and  petitions  from  major  manu¬ 
facturers  of  OTC  antacid  products  and 
from  a  trade  association  requesting  that 
the  effective  date  for  all  labeling  for 
products  not  receiving  an  extension  for 
reformulation  be  extoided  beyond 
June  5, 1975. 

One  trade  association  has  petitioned  to 
allow  an  orderly  inclusion  of  the  general 
warning  statement  required  by  S  330.1(g) 
(21  CFR  330.1(g) )  of  the  regulations  and 
has  commented  on  the  recent  change  In 
that  warning  published  In  the  Federal 
Register  of  March  13.  1975  (40  PR 
11717).  It  was  noted  that  in  order  to 
comply  with  the  Jime  5,  1975  effective 
date  for  the  antacid  and  antiflatulent 
monograiffis,  many  OTC  antacid  and 
antiflatulent  manufacturers  have  or¬ 
dered.  received,  and  In  some  instances, 
affixed  to  the  container  the  labeling  for 
their  antacid  and  antiflatulent  products, 
but  because  of  the  changes  in  the  gen¬ 
eral  warning  published  recently,  these 
same  manufacturers  do  not  have  either 
the  exact  language  on  their  current 
stocks  of  labeling,  or  due  to  the  uncer¬ 
tainty  of  the  adoption  and  specific  lan¬ 


guage  of  the  regulation  prior  to  publica¬ 
tion,  do  not  have  any  similar  language 
on  their  labeling.  Therefore.  It  was  peti¬ 
tioned  that  manufacturers  and  distribu¬ 
tors  who  have  already  ordered  Mid  re¬ 
ceived  such  labeling  be  allowed  to  use 
labdlng  stock  that  otherwise  complied 
with  the  mimognuihs  and  to  include  the 
general  warning  required  by  f  330.1(g) 
in  their  next  labeling  order. 

There  was  comment  from  manufac¬ 
turers  that,  due  to  severe  shortages  be¬ 
setting  the  paper  Industry  and  uncer¬ 
tainties  arising  from  the  energy  crisis, 
stocks  and  labeling  had  to  be  ordered  In 
greater  quantities  and  that  an  unanti¬ 
cipated  sharp  downswing  in  the  economy 
has  aggravated  the  over-supply  situa¬ 
tion  of  such  stocks  and  labeling.  It  was 
noted  that  destruction  of  this  substam- 
tial  amount  of  stock  would  create  a 
severe  financial  hardship  for  the  com¬ 
panies  and  would  not  be  In  the  public 
interest.  Therefore,  it  was  petitioned 
that  the  effective  date  of  the  final  order 
be  stayed  for  a  period  of  4  to  6  mimths. 

The  Commissioner  concludes  that 
there  are  valid  reasons  to  allow  an  ex¬ 
tension  beyond  June  4, 1975  of  the  effec¬ 
tive  date  of  the  OTC  antacid  and  anti¬ 
flatulent  monographs.  First  the  Com¬ 
missioner  concludes  that  the  March  13, 
1975  publication  In  the  Federal  Register 
of  the  final  order  for  the  general  warn¬ 
ing  (40  FR  11717)  did  not  provide  suf¬ 
ficient  time  for  including  the  gen^nl 
warning  statement  required  by  S  330.1  (g) 
and  that  labeling  which  otherwise  com¬ 
plies  with  the  monograph  should  be  used 
until  new  labeling  is  ordered. 

The  Commissioner  is  also  aware  that 
In  some  Instances  a  downward  trend  in 
the  economic  picture  may  have  resulted 
in  an  overstock  situation.  The  Commis¬ 
sioner  agrees  that  for  the  companies  this 
condition  would  create  an  economic 
waste,  the  cost  of  which  would  ultimately 
be  passed  on  to  the  consumer  which 
would  not  be  in  the  public  Interest. 

However,  taking  into  consideration  all 
of  the  reasons  given  for  an  extension  of 
time  of  the  effective  date  of  the  OTC 
antacid  and  antiflatulent  monographs, 
the  Commissioner  concludes  that  It  is 
not  in  the  best  Interest  of  the  consumer 
to  allow  an  indefinite  period  of  time  to 
elapse  before  requiring  all  manufactur¬ 
ers  and  distributors  to  be  In  compliance 
with  the  monographs.  Accordingly,  he 
has  determined  that  a  90-day  extension 
for  compliance  shall  be  provided  for  those 
producte  for  which  there  is  no  extension 
of  the  effective  date  for  reformulation. 
The  revised  effective  date  for  all  labeling 
for  these  products  shall  be  September  2, 
1975. 

Recognizing  that  there  has  been  only 
a  short  period  of  time  since  the  general 
warning  final  order  of  March  13,  1975 
was  published,  the  Commissioner  addi¬ 
tionally  conclixies  that,  if  there  is  com¬ 
pliance  with  the  labeling  requirements 
of  the  antacid  and  antlflatulmt  mono¬ 
graphs  in  all  other  respects  at  the  end  of 
the  90-day  extension  period,  manufac¬ 
turers  and  distributors  should  be  per- , 
mitted  to  use  labeling  stock  and  include 
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the  general  warning  revision  in  their 
next  labeling  wder. 

The  Commissioner  concludes  that  the 
extensicm  does  not  affect  the  effective 
date,  where  an  extension  has  been 
granted  for  reformulation  and  relabel¬ 
ing. 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  provisions  of 
the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetics 
Act  (secs.  201,  502,  505,  701,  52  Stat. 
1040-1042  as  amended,  1050-1053  as 
amended.  1055-1056  as  amended  by  70 
Stat.  919  and  72  Stat.  948  (21  U.S.C.  321, 
352,  355,  371)),  (5  U.S.C.  553,  554,  702, 
703,  704)  and  imder  authority  delegated 
to  the  Commissioner  (21CFR  2.120) ,  the 
effecUve  dates  for  21  CPR  Parts  331  and 
332  are  revised  as  follows: 

Effective  date.  All  labeling  for  products 
not  receiving  an  extension  of  the  effective 
date  for  reformulation  shall  become  ef¬ 
fective  on  September  2,  1975,  and  where 
reformulation  is  necessary  and  an  ex¬ 
tension  is  granted  the  labeling  require¬ 
ments  shall  become  effective  on  June  4, 
1976. 

Since  the  amendment  established  by 
this  order  grants  relief  of  a  restriction, 
namely  the  June  4,  1975  effective  date 
previously  published,  notice  and  public 
procedure  and  delayed  effective  date  are 
not  prerequisites  to  this  promulgation. 

Effective  date:  This  order  shall  be  ef¬ 
fective  on  May  23,  1975. 

(Sece.  201,  602,  606,  701,  Pub.  L.  717,  52  Stat. 
1040-1042  as  amended,  1060-1053  as  amended, 
1065-1066  as  amended  by  70  Stat.  919  and  72 
Stat.  948  (21  U.S.C.  321,‘  352,  355,  371);  (6 
UJS.C.  663,  664,  702,  708,  704) ) 

Dated:  May  19, 1975. 

Sam  D.  Fine, 

Associate  Commissioner  for 
Compliance. 

[FR  Doc.75-13578  FUed  6-22-76:8:45  am] 


SUBCHAPTER  E— ANtMAL  DRUGS,  FEEDS,  AND 
RELATED  PRODUCTS 

PART  510— NEW  ANIMAL  DRUGS 
Change  in  Sponsor 
Correction 

In  PR  Doc.  75-11385  appearing  on 
page  18993  in  the  Issue  f6r  Thursday, 
May  1,  1975,  in  S  510.600(0  (2)  the  sec¬ 
ond  and  third  lines  of  Drug  listing  No. 
000381  should  be  reversed. 


SUBCHAPTER  L — REGULATIONS  UNDER  CER- 
TAm  OTHER  ACTS  ADMINISTERED  BY  THE 
FOOD  AND  DRUG  ADMINISTRATION 

PART  1240 — CONTROL  OF 
COMMUNICABLE  DISEASES 

Ban  on  Sale  and  Distribution  of  Small 
Turtles 

An  order  published  In  the  FroiaAi. 
Rccism  of  November  18,  1972  (37  FR 
24670)  amended  Parts  71  and  72  of  Title 
42,  Oode  of  Federal  Regulations,  by  ee- 
tabllshlng  SI  71.171  through  71.176  (42 
CPR  T1.171  through  71.176)  which  pro- 
Tlde  for  a  general  prohibition  on  the 


importation  of  certain  small  pet  turtles 
and  viable  turtle  eggs,  and  S  72.26  (42 
CPR  72.26)  (now  S  1240.62  (21  CFR 
1240.62)  piursuant  to  transfer  and  re- 
codiflcation  of  the  sections  of  42  CFR 
Part  72  appropriate  to  Food  and  Drug 
function,  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  February  6,  1975  (40  PR 
5620))  which  required  that  pet  turtles 
shipped  in  interstate  commerce  be  tested 
for  and  certified  free  of  Salmonella  and 
Arizona  organisms  by  the  appropriate 
public  health  officials  in  the  State  of 
origin.  The  order  was  based  upon  epi¬ 
demiological  investigations  that  have 
shown  that  small  pet  turtles  are  a  par¬ 
ticularly  significant  source  and  reservoir 
of  bacteria  of  the  genera  Salmonella  and 
Arizona,  both  of  which  can  cause,  among 
other  things,  acute  gastrointestinal  ill¬ 
ness  in  humans.  Data  and  other  infor¬ 
mation  on  the  hazards  of  such  bacteria 
and  on  the  extent  of  turtle-associated 
disease  are  on  display  in  the  office  of 
the  Hearing  Clerk. 

There  is  continuing  evidence,  however, 
that  the  certification  requirements  have 
had  limited  effectiveness  in  preventing 
contaminated  tmtles  from  reaching  pet 
owners.  Although  the  certification  pro^ 
gram  appears  to  have  curtailed  the 
number  of  turtles  being  shipped  in  in¬ 
terstate  commerce,  a  recent  survey  of 
turtles  certified  between  December  1972 
and  December  1973  ccunpleted  by  the 
Public  Health  Service  Center  for  Disease 
Control  shows  that  54  percent  of  the  tur¬ 
tles  were  contaminate  by  Salmonella 
and  Arizona  when  retested  some  time 
subsequent  to  certification.  The  State 
of  New  Jersey  has  sampled  six  lots  of 
turtles  shipped  to  that  State  and  de¬ 
tected  Salmonella  in  five  of  the  lots. 
Furthermore,  the  Pood  and  Drug  Admin¬ 
istration  has  taken  five  selective  samples 
of  turtles  certified  by  State  health  au¬ 
thorities  and  found  Salmonella  apd 
Arizona  organisms  in  three  of  the  five 
samples.  Four  out  of  the  five  selected 
water  samples  in  which  turtles  have  been 
held  were  positive  for  Salmonella.  More¬ 
over,  the  Center  for  Disease  Control  has 
reported  oases  of  salmonellosis  in  Cali¬ 
fornia,  Oregon,  and  Tennessee  associated 
with  turtles  from  certified  lots. 

As  recently  as  August  19, 1974,  a  batch 
of  approximately  16,000  turtles  was  cer¬ 
tified  by  the  Louisiana  State  Department 
of  Health  as  Salmonella^  and  Arizona- 
free.  A  sample  collected  from  this  same 
lot  of  16,000  turtles  on  inspection  August 
21  and  22, 1974,  in  Pierre  Part,  Louisiana, 
was  later  found  by  the  Dallas  Laboratory 
of  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration  to 
be  positive  for  Arizona.  Three  official 
samples  were  collected  and  analyzed 
from  interstate  shipments  of  this  lot  of 
turtles.  All  samples  were  subsequently 
foimd  to  be  positive  for  Arizona.  On  Oc¬ 
tober  18,  1974,  the  Food  and  Drug  Ad¬ 
ministration  undertook  to  issue  Letters 
of  Demand  for  Destruction  by  its  district 
offices  to  all  dealers  handling  turtles 
from  this  lot. 

Prior  to  this  most  recent  action  against 
certified  but  contaminated  turtles,  the 
Ocxnmlssloner  of  Food  smd  Drugs,  realiz¬ 
ing  that  the  present  certification  pro¬ 


gram  was  not  preventing  contaminated 
turtles  from  reaching  the  market,  issued 
two  proposals  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  May  28,  1974  (39  PR  18463) 
for  consideration  as  possible  solutlcms 
to  the  contaminated  turtle  problem:  first, 
a  complete  ban  on  the  sale  and  distribu¬ 
tion  of  small  turtles  and,  second,  im¬ 
provement  of  the  certification  scheme 
with  imposition  of  additional  require¬ 
ments  on  the  sale  "and  shipment  of  tur¬ 
tles. 

The  preamble  to  those  proposals 
pointed  out  that  studies  of  salmonellosis 
have  resulted  in  estimates  that  14  per¬ 
cent  of  aU  human  cases  of  salmonellosis 
are  turtle-associated.  It  is  thus  possible 
that  as  many  as  280,000  of  the  estimated 
2,000,000  cases  of  salmonellosis  in  the 
United  States  each  year  are  turtle- 
related. 

Children  are  particularly  susceptible  to 
salmonellosis,  tend  to  have  more  severe 
cases  than  adults,  and  are  subject  to  in¬ 
fection  transmitted  when  playing  with 
pet  turtles. 

Finally,  it  w'as  pointed  out  by  the 
Animal  Welfare  Institute  that  small  tur¬ 
tles  sold  in  pet  shops  are  not  miniature, 
but  baby  turtles,  mostly  red-eared  slid¬ 
ers,  which  under  proper  care  can  attain 
a  shell  length  ranging  from  6  to  11  inches 
and  can  live  more  than  40  years  in  cap¬ 
tivity;  yet  90  percent  of  the  pets  survive 
only  4  to  6  months. 

Two  hundred  and  forty-eight  com¬ 
ments  were  received  in  response  to  the 
proposals  from  individual  citizens,  mem¬ 
bers  of  Congress,  Federal,  State  and  local 
officials,  consumer  groups,  educational  in¬ 
stitutions,  industry  and  i»x>fesslonal 
groups,  and  turtle  fanciers  and  their  as¬ 
sociations.  TTiirty-four  comments  op¬ 
posed  both  proposals.  Thirty-seven  com¬ 
ments  endorsed  the  improvement  of  the 
certification  scheme  and  the  imposition 
of  additional  requirements  on  the  sale 
and  shipment  of  turtles  and  tiurtle  eggs. 
An  additional  cconment  opposing  the  ban 
addressed  the  statistical  relationship  be¬ 
tween  turtle  ownership  and  its  impact  on 
human  salmonellosis.  One  hundred  and 
twenty-eiidit  comments  endorsed  the 
proposal  baimlng  sale  of  small  turtles. 
An  additional  comment  endorsing  the 
ban  suggested  that  the  ban  include  all 
turtles  regardless  of  size  or  species  and 
that  a  permit  frcun  the  Commissimier  be 
required  by  the  purchaser  before  an  ex¬ 
emption  will  be  granted  for  bona  fide 
scientific,  educational,  or  exhibitional 
purposes.  Two  comments  did  not  believe 
that  the  improvement  of  the  certifica¬ 
tion  scheme  and  the  imposition  of  addi¬ 
tional  requirements  on  the  sale  and  ship¬ 
ment  of  small  turtles  would  be  effective 
in  dealing  with  the  existing  public  health 
hazard.  Ten  comments  requested  that 
the  sale  of  pet  turtles  be  prohibited  until 
the  turtle  Industry  demonstrates  its 
ability  to  produce  Salmonella-  and 
Arizona-free  turtles.  Two  ccmiments  re¬ 
quested  a  moratorium  of  l  year  on  the 
banning  of  turUea  frcxn  the  market  so 
that  a  study  could  be  made  to  determine 
whether  Salmonella-  and  Arizona-free 
turtles  can  be  produced.  Twenty-two 
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comments  requested  modification  of  the 
total  ban  proposal.  The  remaining  eleven 
ccaxunents  did  not  address  themselves  to 
the  published  proposals. 

The  Commissioner  has  evaluated  all 
the  comments.  TTie  issues  raised  and  the 
Commissioner’s  responses  are  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

1.  Thirty-four  comments  expressed 
the  opinion  that  any  restrictions  on  the 
shipment,  sale,  or  distribution  of  turtles 
would  be  an  i^rlng^ent  on  a  person’s 
constitutional  right  to  possess  the  pet  of 
his  choice. 

The  Commissioner  does  not  agree  that 
individuals  have  an  absolute  right  to 
possess  any  pet  they  wish  to  own.  The 
individual’s  right  to  possess  that  pet 
must  be  weighed  against  the  public 
hazard  which  may  be  created  by  allow¬ 
ing  the  sale  of  pets  which  may  be  con¬ 
taminated  with  organisms  dangerous  to 
h\iman  health.  Salmonella  and  Arizona 
organisms  create  human  health  hazards 
and  are  directly  associated  with  small 
pet  turtles.  Dociunented  evidence  exists 
that  such  organisms  accompany  turtles 
even  after  they  have  been  certified 
"Salmonella-  and  Arizona-free"  using 
methods  prescribed  by  §  1240.62.  There¬ 
fore.  the  individual’s  right  to  purchase 
turtles  must  be  measured  against  the 
known  hazard  to  the  health  and  welfare 
of  the  public  as  a  result  of  their  being 
offered  for  sale.  Salmonellosis  can  be  a 
serious  disease,  particularly  in  childhood, 
and  can  lead  to  death.  Further,  small 
children,  for  whom  most  pet  turtles  are 
piirchas^,  cannot  be  expected  to  imder- 
stand  the  reasons  for,  or  abide  by,  sani¬ 
tary  measures  that  might  protect  them 
from  Illness. 

Finally,  in  view  of  the  nature  of  this 
particular  comment,  and  also  because  of 
his  wish  to  seek  their  advice  on  the  en¬ 
tire  matter,  the  Commissioner  presented 
the  Issue  to  FDA’s  National  Advisory 
Food  and  Drug  Committee  during  their 
meeting  of  March  28,  1975.  After  con¬ 
sideration  of  this  and  other  comments 
and  after  arguing  the  risk/benefit  con¬ 
siderations  of  a  ban  on  turtle  sales  vs.  a 
more  elaborate  certification  program, 
the  Committee  voted  19  to  3  to  suF8X)rt 
a  ban  on  sales.  The  Committee  further 
agreed  with  the  comment  that  the  cfntlre 
matter  should  be  reconsidered  if  research 
demonstrates  means  vdiereby  turtles 
could  be  kept  Salmonella-  and  Arizona- 
free. 

2.  Thirty-seven  comments  endorsed 
the  improvement  of  the  certification 
scheme  and  the  imposition  of  additional 
requirements  on  the  sale  and  shipment 
of  turtles  and  turtle  eggs.  Some  of  the 
comments  opposed  a  direct  ban  on  the 
sale  and  distribution  of  small  turtles 
smd  supported  the  improved  certification 
scheme  as  a  preferable  approach  to  con¬ 
trol  the  public  health  problems  associ¬ 
ated  with  turtles.  No  evidence  was  pre¬ 
sented  by  the  comments,  however,  nor 
is  the  Commissioner  presently  aware  of 
any  evidence,  that  demonstrates  that  an 
improved  certification  scheme  would  re¬ 
sult  in  a  Salmonella-  and  Arizona-free 
turtle  that  will  remain  free  of  these  or¬ 
ganisms  in  commerce. 


Therefore,  the  Commissioner,  basing 
his  decision  on  previous  investigations 
and  the  failure  of  comments  to  present 
any  evidence  to  the  contrary,  concludes 
that  the  improved  certification  scheme 
would  be  ineffective, 

3.  Several  of  the  above  comments,  al¬ 
though  supporting  the  improved  certifi¬ 
cation  scheme,  opposed  the  proposed 
written  warnings  to  be  given  with  each 
pet  turtle  at  sale  until  other  Salmonella- 
susceptible  animals  or  products  are  sub¬ 
ject  to  similar  requirements. 

The  Commissioner  concludes  that  as¬ 
sessment  of  the  written  warning  re¬ 
quirements  will  not  be  necessary  since 
the  ban  proposal,  not  the  improved  cer¬ 
tification  proposal,  will  be  Implemented. 

4.  One  comment  opposing  the  ban  ad¬ 
dressed  the  statistical  relationship  be¬ 
tween  turtle  ownership  and  its  impact 
on  human  salmonellosis.  It  questioned 
the  reliability  of  the  article  by  Steven 
H.  Lamm  et  al.,  “Tiu'tle-Associated  Sal¬ 
monellosis,”  ATnerican  Journal  of  Epi¬ 
demiology.  95.511  (1972).  It  was  pointed 
out  that  even  though  there  has  been  a 
drastic  decrease  in  the  number  of  turtles 
sold  and  shipped  in  the  United  States 
since  1972,  reports  of  the  Isolation  of 
Salmonella  organisms  in  hiunans  have 
continued  to  rise.  Statistics  were  also 
quoted  from  the  New  Jersey  Department 
of  Health  which  indicated  that  the  cases 
of  salmonellosis  reported  in  the  year 
following  the  ban  on  the  sale  of  turtles 
in  that  State  were  almost  50  percent 
higher  than  the  2  preceding  years 
combined. 

The  Commissioner  advises  that  sal¬ 
monellosis  infection  derives  from  many 
different  sources,  one  of  which  is  turtles. 
Moreover,  the  reporting  of  cases  of  sal¬ 
monellosis  may  vary  significantly,  at 
different  times,  even  in  the  same  State. 
The  data  quoted  above  simply  reflect 
those  facts.  There  is  no  assvurance  that 
a  reduction  of  the  number  of  turtles 
sold  in  a  given  year  will,  in  all  circum¬ 
stances,  result  in  a  reduction  in  the 
number  of  reported  cases  of  salmonello¬ 
sis  infection. 

Since  it  has  previously  been  estab¬ 
lished  that  turtles  are  a  si^ficant  source 
of  Salmonella  contamination  and  evi¬ 
dence  has  not  been  presented  that  dem¬ 
onstrates  otherwise,  the  Commissioner 
concludes  that  turtles  should  be  prohib¬ 
ited  from  general  sale. 

5.  One  hundred  and  twenty-eight  com¬ 
ments  endorsed  the  ban  proposal. 

The  Commissioner  agrees  that  a  total 
ban  with  the  exceptions  provided  by 
§  1240.62(d)  is  the  only  effective  method 
at  the  present  time  that  will  eliminate 
the  possibility  of  hiunsm  illness  due  to 
contaminated  turtles  since  there  was  no 
evidence  presented  which  demonstrated 
that  an  improved  certification  scheme 
and  written  warnings  at  the  time  of  sale 
would  effectively  control  the  Salmonella 
and  Arizona  problem. 

The  Commissioner  also  notes  that 
thirty-one  State  agencies  responded  to 
the  two  proposals  and  only  one  State  was 
opposed  to  the  banning  of  small  turtles 
for  sale  and  distribution.  ’The  remain¬ 
ing  thirty  States,  as  well  as  seventeen 


individual'  comments,  favored  the  ban 
since  they  concluded  that  the  present 
certification  program  is  inadequate  and 
that  it  is  unlikely  that  an  improved  cer¬ 
tification  scheme,  which  could  well  be 
cumbersome  and  expensive,  would  be 
completely  effective. 

However,  the  Commissioner  will  at  any 
time  in  the  future  consider  evidence  pre¬ 
sented  to  him  which  demonstrates  that 
Salmonella-  and  Arizona-free  turtles  can 
be  produced  and  that  sufQcient  safe¬ 
guards  exist  to  prevent  a  public  health 
hazard  .  through  recontamination  of 
turtles  after  shipment. 

6.  An  additional  comment  favoring 
the  ban  proposed  that  the  ban  should 
include  all  turtles  regardless  of  size  or 
species. 

The  Commissioner  concludes  that  since 
the  turtles  with  a  carapace,  i.e.,  upper 
shell,  length  of  less  than  4  Inches  are 
the  more  common  pet  varieties  purchased 
for  or  by  children,  the  ban  should  not 
be  extended  to  include  turtles  whose 
carapace  is  larger  than  4  inches.  The 
sole  objective  of  this  regulation  is  to 
protect  the  piiblic,  primarily  children, 
from  contaminated  pet  turtles.  The 
Commissioner  believes  that  the  present 
size  limitation  adequately  provides  this 
protection.  The  Commissioner  wishes  to 
emphasize,  however,  that  if  sufficient 
evidence  is  presented  that  demonstrates 
that  turtles  with  a  carapace  of  more  than 
4  inches  are  a  public  health  hazard,  the 
ban  will  be  exetnded  to  include  the  larger 
tiirtles. 

7.  The  preceding  comment  also  sug¬ 
gested  that  a  permit  from  the  Commis¬ 
sioner  be  required  before  an  exemption 
will  be  granted  for  purchasing  live  tur¬ 
tles  and  viable  turtle  eggs  used  for  bona 
fide  scientific,  educational,  or  exhibi¬ 
tional  purp>oses,  other  than  use  as  pets. 

The  Commissioner  concludes  that  the 
interstate  shipment  of  live  turtle.^  and 
viable  turtle  eggs  used  for  bona  fide  sci¬ 
entific,  educational,  or  exhibitional  pur¬ 
poses  will  be  allowed  without  the  obtain¬ 
ing  of  a  permit. 

The  Commissioner  concludes  that  these 
exceptions  would  not  constitute  a  sig¬ 
nificant  hazard  to  public  health  due  to 
the  limited  accessibility  of  the  general 
public  to  turtles  used  for  these  particular 
purposes.  Furthermore,  the  Commis¬ 
sioner  does  not  believe  that  these  excep¬ 
tions  justify  the  establishment  of  an 
elaborate  permit  program  requiring  the 
deployment  of  scarce  manpower  and 
funds. 

8.  Two  comments  were  received  which 
expressed  the  opinion  that  the  improve¬ 
ment  of  the  certification  scheme  and  the 
imposition  of  additional  requirements  on 
the  sale  and  shipment  of  pet  turtles 
would  be  ineffective  to  deal  with  the  pub¬ 
lic  health  hazard  since  subsequent  han¬ 
dling  could  easily  result  in  reinfection 
and  the  concomitant  risks  of  human 
disease. 

The  Commissioner  is  in  agreement 
with  these  comments.  As  previously 
stated,  the  (Commissioner  is  unaware  of 
any  evidence,  nor  has  any  been  presented, 
that  demonstrates  that  the  improvement 
of  the  certification  scheme  and  the  im- 
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position  of  additional  requirements  on 
the  sale  and  shipment  of  pet  turtles 
would  effectively  solve  the  Salmonella 
and  Arizona  problem. 

9.  Ten  comments  suggested  that  the 
sale  of  pet  turtles  should  be  prohibited 
until  the  turtle  industry  has  demon¬ 
strated  its  ability  to  produce  Salmonella - 
and  Arizona-free  turtles. 

The  Commissioner  agrees  with  these 
comments,  and  feels  that  the  turtle  in¬ 
dustry,  as  well  as  all  industry,  has  the 
responsibility  for  producing  a  hazard- 
free  product.  Therefore,  the  Commis¬ 
sioner  concludes,  for  the  reasons  stated 
above,  that  a  ban  is  the  only  effective 
means  of  controlling  the  problem. 

10.  Two  comments,  one  of  which  was 
from  a  member  of  Congress,  suggested 
a  1-year  moratorium  on  the  banning  of 
turtles  in  order  to  give  the  turtle  industry 
a  further  opportunity  to  produce  uncon¬ 
taminated  turtles  and  an  improved  cer¬ 
tification  scheme. 

The  Commissioner  concludes  that  the 
request  for  a  1-year  moratorium  must  be 
denied  because  there  is  no  factual  basis 
for  believing  that  Salmonella-  and  Ari¬ 
zona-free  turtles  can  be  produced  or  that 
an  Improved  certification  scheme  could 
be  developed  within  the  1-year  period. 
Furthermore,  a  moratorium  does  not  pro¬ 
tect  the  public  against  the  demonstrated 
hazards  during  that  period. 

The  Commissioner  wishes  to  make  it 
clear,  however,  that  this  denial  of  a  1- 
year  moratoriiun  on  the  banning  of 
turtles  does  not  preclude  the  tmUe  in¬ 
dustry  from  undertaking  the  develop¬ 
ment  of  an  improved  certification  scheme 
or  a  Salmonella-  and  Arizona-free  turtle. 
If  in  fact  a  significantly  Improved  certifi¬ 
cation  scheme  is  developed  or  a  Sal¬ 
monella-  and  Arizona-free  turtle  is  pro¬ 
duced  by  the  turtle  industry,  the  Com¬ 
missioner,  based  on  the  data  presented 
by  Interested  persons,  will  consider 
changing  the  restrictions  on  the  sale  and 
distribution  of  turtles. 

11.  Thirteen  comments  expressed  the 
opinion  that  an  exception  should  be  made 
for  the  turtle  “fancier”  and  for  any  bona 
fide  scientific,  educational,  or  exhibi¬ 
tional  purposes. 

The  regulation  provides  an  exception 
for  bona  fide  scientific,  educational,  and 
exhibitional  purposes.  The  Commis¬ 
sioner  concludes  that  this  exception  is 
reasonable  and  will  not  present  a  public 
health  hazard  since  the  scope  of  the  ex¬ 
ception  is  limited  to  a  specific  segment  of 
society  consisting  of  experts  in  the  field 
who  are  fully  aware  of  the  contamination 
problems  associated  with  turtles  and  the 
necessary  precautions  required  to  pre¬ 
vent  such  contamination.  While  turtle 
fanciers  may  be  similarly  competent  to 
handle  turtles  safely,  no  comment  has 
suggested,  and  the  Commissioner  has 
been  unable  to  ascertain  an  enforceable 
exemption  that  would  require  a  business 
to  restrict  its  sales  only  to  such  qualified 
persons. 

The  proposed  regulation  has  been  re¬ 
vised  to  exempt  sales  not  in  connection 
with  a  business.  This  exemption  will  per¬ 
mit  a  hobbyist  to  make  an  occasional  sale 
to  another  hobbyist,  as  long  as  such  sales 


are  not  so  frequent  as  to  make  the  seller 
a  dealer.  In  addition,  the  Commissioner 
will  consider  petitions  to  amend  the  pro¬ 
hibition  to  permit  the  sale  of  Identified 
species,  if  it  can  be  demonstrated  that 
the  species  are  so  rare  and  expensive 
as  to  be  of  Interest  only  to  turtle  hobby¬ 
ists. 

12.  Six  comments  suggested  an  excep¬ 
tion  for  adults  so  that  anyone  over  the 
age  of  18  could  purchase  pet  turtles. 

The  Commissioner  has  previously  ad¬ 
dressed  this  issue  in  the  order  published 
in  the  Federal  Reglsier  of  November  18, 
1972  (37  PR  24670).  At  that  time,  the 
Commissioner  concluded  that  the  great¬ 
est  protection  can  be  achieved  by  con¬ 
trolling  the  source  of  ix>ssible  human  in¬ 
fections.  Many  turtles  are  bought  by 
adults  and  then  taken  home  and  given 
directly  to  children.  Therefore,  the  Com¬ 
missioner  concludes  that  there  can  be  no 
general  exception  for  adults. 

13.  Three  comments  felt  that  inter¬ 
state  shipment  of  small  turtles  and 
viable  turtle  eggs  should  be  banned  but 
that  intrastate  shipment  should  be  al¬ 
lowed. 

The  Conunissioner  concludes  that  the 
interstate  spread  of  disease  through 
Salmonella-  and  Arizona-contaminated 
turtles  cannot  be  fully  controlled  without 
extending  the  ban  to  intrastate  sales.  All 
turtles  present  the  same  illness  potential 
from  Salmonella  and  ArizoTia  organisms. 
Contaminated  turtles  may  be  purchased 
in  one  State  for  use  as  a  pet  in  anotlier. 
In  addition,  the  existence  of  lawful  busi¬ 
ness  operations  selling  turtles  within  a 
State  creates  the  possibility  of  unlawful 
Interstate  sales  that  are  difficult  or  im¬ 
possible  to  detect  and  stop.  Therefore, 
The  Commissioner  finds  that  a  prohibi¬ 
tion  on  the  sale  of  all  turtles,  regsirdless 
of  origin  or  destination,  is  in  his  Judg¬ 
ment  necessary  to  prevent  the  spread  of 
communicable  diseswes  from  one  State 
to  another. 

The  general  prohibition  on  the  sale  of 
turtles  does  not  apply  to  live  turtles  and 
viable  turtle  eggs  intended  for  sale  to 
foreign  countries.  TTie  Commissioner  be¬ 
lieves  that  such  shipments  can  be  ade¬ 
quately  controlled  to  prevent  their  di¬ 
version  into  domestic  trade  channels. 
The  proposed  regulation  is  revised  to 
provide  for  this  exception  with  the  re¬ 
quirement  that  the  outside  of  the  ship¬ 
ping  package  be  conspicuously  labeled, 
“For  Export  Only.”  Export  of  items 
banned  domestically  under  the  condition 
that  they  are  so  marked  is  sanctioned  by 
the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic 
Act  (21  n.S.C.  381(d))  and  the  C<m- 
sumer  Product  Safety  Act  (15  U.S,C. 
2067) .  These  statutory  provisions  repre¬ 
sent  congressional  Judimients  that  the 
diversion  of  export  products  into  inter¬ 
state  commerce  is  unliktiy  when  the 
products  are  properly  labeled.  The  Com¬ 
missioner  concurs  with  this  Judgment  for 
the  present  but  will  prohtoit  export  sales 
as  weU  if  experience  demonstrates  that 
export'  turtles  appear  in  Interstate 
commerce. 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  provisicms  of 
the  Public  H^th  Service  Act  (sec.  361, 
58  Stat.  703,  as  amended;  42  U.S.C.  264) 
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and  under  the  authority  delegated  to 
the  Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs  (21 
CFR  2.120) ,  Part  1240  of  TlUe  21  of  the 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is  amended 
by  revising  S  1240.62  to  read  as  follows: 

§  1210.62  Turtles. 

(a)  Definition.  As  used  in  this  section 
the  term  “turtles”  includes  all  animals 
ccMnmonly  known  as  turtles,  tortoises, 
terrapins,  and  all  other  animals  of  the 
order  Testudinata,  class  Reptilia,  exc^t 
marine  species  (families  Dermachelidae 
and  Chelonidae). 

(b)  Sales;  general  prohibition.  Except 
as  otherwise  provided  in  this  section, 
viable  turtle  eggs  and  live  turtles  with  a 
carapace  length  of  less  than  4  Inches 
shall  not  be  sold,  held  for  sale,  or  offered 
for  any  other  type  of  commercial  or 
public  distribution. 

(c)  Destruction  of  turtles  or  turtle 
eggs:  criminal  penalties.  (1)  Any  viable 
turtle  eggs  or  live  turtles  with  a  cara¬ 
pace  length  of  less  than  4  inches  which 
are  held  for  sale  or  offered  for  any  other 
type  of  commercial  or  public  distribu¬ 
tion  shall  be  subject  to  destruction  in  a 
hvimane  manner  by  or  imder  the  super¬ 
vision  of  an  officer  or  employee  of  the 
Food  and  Drug  Administration  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  following  procedures : 

(I)  Any  District  Office  of  the  Food  and 
Drug  Adminlstratkm,  upon  detecting 
viable  turtle  eggs  or  live  turtles  with  a 
carapace  length  of  less  than  4  inches 
which  are  held  for  sale  or  offered  for  any 
other  type  of  commercial  or  public  dis¬ 
tribution,  shall  serve  upon  the  person 
in  whose  possession  such  turtles  or  tur¬ 
tle  eggs  are  foimd  a  written  demand  that 
such  turtles  or  turtle  eggs  be  destroyed 
in  a  humane  manner  under  the  super¬ 
vision  of  said  District  Office,  within  10 
working  days  from  the  date  of  pixwnul- 
gatlon  of  the  demand.  The  demand  shall 
recite  with  particularity  Uie  facts  which 
Justify  the  demand.  After  service  of  the 
demand,  the  person  in  possession  of  the 
turtles  or  turtle  eggs  shall  not  sell,  dis¬ 
tribute,- or  otherwise  dispose  of  any  of 
the  turtles  or  turtle  eggs  except  to  de¬ 
stroy  them  under  the  supervision  of  the 
District  Office,  unless  and  imtil  the  Di¬ 
rector  of  the  Bureau  of  Foods  withdraws 
the  demand  for  destruction  after  an  ap¬ 
peal  pursuant  to  paragraph  (c)  (1)  (11)  of 
this  section. 

(II)  The  person  on  whom  the  demand 
for  destruction  is  served  may  either  com¬ 
ply  with  the  demand  or,  within  10  work¬ 
ing  da3rs  from  the  date  of  Its  promulga¬ 
tion,  appeal  the  demand  for  destruction 
to  the  Director  of  the  Bureau  of  Foods, 
Food  and  Drug  Administration.  The  de¬ 
mand  for  destruction  may  also  be  ap¬ 
pealed  within  the  same  period  of  10 
working  days  by  any  other  person  having 
a  pecimiary  Interest  In  such  turtles  or 
turtle  eggs.  In  the  event  of  such  an  ap¬ 
peal,  the  Bureau  Director  shall  provide 
.an  opportunity  for  hearing  by  written 
notice  to  the  appellant  (s)  specifying  a 
time  and  place  for  the  hearing,  to  be 
held  within  14  days  from  the  date  of  the 
notice  but  not  within  less  than  7  dasrs 
imless  by  agreement  with  the  appel- 
lant(s). 
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(iii)  Appearance  by  any  appellant  at 
the  hearing  may  be  by  mail  or  in  person, 
with  or  without  coimsel.  The  hearing 
shall  be  conducted  by  the  Bureau  Direc¬ 
tor  or  his  designee,  and  a  written  sum¬ 
mary  of  the  proceedings  shall  be  pre¬ 
paid  by  the  per^n  presiding.  Any 
appellant  shall  have  the  right  to  hear 
and  to  question  the  evidence  on  which 
the  demand  for  destruction  is  based,  in¬ 
cluding  the  right  to  cross-examine  wit¬ 
nesses,  and  he  may  present  oral  or 
written  evidence  in  response  to  the  de¬ 
mand. 

(iv)  If,  based  on  the  evidence  presented 
at  the  hearing,  the  Bureau  Director 
finds  that  the  turtles  or  turtle  eggs  were 
held  for  sale  or  offered  for  any  other 
type  of  commercial  or  public  distribution 
in  violation  of  this  section,  he  shall 
affirm  the  demand  that  they  be  destroyed 
under  the  supervision  of  an  officer  or 
employee  of  the  Food  and  Drug  Adminis- 
traticm;  otherwise,  the  Bureau  Director 
shall  issue  a  written  notice  that  the  prior 
demand  by  the  District  Office  is  \dth- 
drawn.  If  the  Bureau  Director  affirms 
the  demand  for  destruction  he  shall  order 
that  the  destruction  be  accomplished  in 
a. humane  manner  within  10  working 
days  from  the  date  of  the  promulgation 
of  his  decision.  The  Bureau  Director’s 
decision  shall  be  acc<xnpanied  by  a  state- 
mrat  of  the  reasons  for  the  decision.  The 
decision  of  the  Bureau  Director  shall 
ccmstltute  final  agency  action,  review- 
able  in  the  courts. 

(V)  If  there  is  no  appeal  to  the  Di¬ 
rector  of  the  Bureau  of  Foods  from  the 
demand  by  the  Food  and  Drug  Admin¬ 
istration  District  Office  and  the  person 
in  possession  of  the  turtles  or  turtle  eggs 
fails  to  destroy  them  within  10  working 
days,  or  if  the  demand  is  affirmed  by  the 
Director  of  the  Bureau  of  Foods  after  an 
appeal  and  the  person  in  possession  of 
the  turtles  or  turtle  eggs  fails  to  destroy 
them  within  10  working  days,  the  Dis¬ 
trict  Office  shall  designate  an  officer  or 
employee  to  destroy  the  tmtles  or  turtle 
eggs.  It  shall  be  imlawful  to  prevent  or 
to  attenmt  to  prevent  such  destruction 
of  turUes  or  turtle  eggs  by  the  officer  or 
employee  designated  by  the  District  Of¬ 
fice.  Such  destruction  will  be  stayed  if  so 
ordered  by  a  court  pursuant  to  an  acticm 
for  review  in  the  courts  as  provided  in 
paragraph  (c)(1)  (iv)  of  this  section. 

(2)  Any  person  who  violates  any  provi¬ 
sion  of  this  section.  Including  but  not 
limited  to  any  person  who  sells,  offers 
for  sale,  or  offers  for  any  other  type  of 
commercial  or  public  distribution  viable 
turtle  eggs  or  live  turtles  with  a  carapace 
length  of  less  than  4  inches,  or  who  re¬ 
fuses  to  comply  with  a  valid  final  demand 
for  destruction  of  turtles  or  turtle  eggs 
(either  an  imappealed  demand  by  an 
FDA  District  Office  or  a  demand  which 
has  been  affirmed  by  the  Director  of  the 
Bureau  of  Foods  pursuant  to  appeal) ,  or 
who  fails  to  comply  with  the  require¬ 
ment  in  siich  a  demand  that  the  manner 
of  destruction  be  humane,  shall  be  sub¬ 
ject  to  a  fine  of  not  more  than  $1,000  or 
Imprisonment  for  not  more  than  1  year, 
or  both,  for  each  violation,  in  accord- 
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ance  with  section  368  of  the  Public 
Health  Service  Act  (42  U.S.C.  271). 

(d)  Exceptions.  The  provisions  of  this 
section  are  not  applicable  to: 

(1)  The  sale,  holding  for  sale,  and 
distribution  of  live  turtles  and  viable 
turtle  eggs  for  bona  fide  scientific,  edu¬ 
cational,  or  exhibitional  purposes,  other 
than  use  as  pets. 

(2)  The  sale,  holding  for  sale,  and 
distribution  of  live  turtles  and  viable 
turtle  eggs  not  in  connection  with  a 
business. 

(3)  The  sale,  holding  for  sale,  and 
distribution  of  live  turtles  and  viable 
turtle  eggs  intended  for  export  only,  pro¬ 
vided  that  the  outside  of  the  shipping 
package  is  conspicuously  labeled  “For 
Export  Only.” 

(4)  Marine  turtles  excluded  from  this 
regulation  \mder  the  provisions  of  para¬ 
graph  (a)  of  this  section  and  eggs  of 
such  turtles. 

(e)  Petitions.  The  Commlssicmer  of 
Food  and  Drugs,  either  on  his  own  initia¬ 
tive  or  on  behalf  of  any  interested  per¬ 
son  who  has  submitted  a  petition,  may 
publish  a  proposal  to  amend  this  regu¬ 
lation.  Any  such  petition  shall  include 
an  adequate  factual  basis  to  support  the 
petition,  and  will  be  published  for  com¬ 
ment  if  it  contains  reas<Hiable  grounds 
for  the  proposed  regulation.  A  petition 
requesting  such  a  regiilatlon,  which 
would  amend  this  regulation,  shall  be 
submitted  to  the  office  of  the  Hearing 
Clerk,  Food  and  Drug  Administration, 
Rm.  4-65,  5600  Fishers  Lane,  Rockville, 
MD  20852. 

Effective  date.  TTiis  order  shall  become 
effective  June  23, 1975. 

(Sec.  361,  68  Stat.  703  as  amended;  42  UjS.C. 
364.) 

Dated:  May  19, 1975. 

A.  M.  Schmidt, 

Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs. 

(PR  Doc.76-13679  Piled  6-22-76;8:46  am) 


Title  29— Labor 

CHAPTER  V— WAGE  AND  HOUR  DIVISION, 
DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 

PART  519— EMPLOYMENT  OF  FULL-TIME 

STUDENTS  AT  SUBMINIMUM  WAGES 

Fair  Labor  Standards;  Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  75-3798,  beginning  at  40 
FR  6328  in  the  issue  dated  Tuesday,  Feb¬ 
ruary  11,  1975,  there  were  a  number  of 
typographical  errors.  Accordingly,  FR 
Doc.  75-3798  is  corrected  as  follows: 

1.  On  page  6329,  S  519.1(a)  by  chang¬ 
ing  “(36  FR  8755  and  39  FR  33841)”  to 
(36  FR  8755)  and  by  the  Assistant  Sec¬ 
retary  for  Employment  Standards  (39  FR 
33841)”. 

2.  On  page  6330,  §  519.5(b)  by  chang¬ 
ing  “employment  opportunities”  to  “full¬ 
time  employment  opportunities”. 

3.  On  page  6331,  §519.6  (f),  (g)  and 
(h)  by  changing  the  colcm  following  the 
first  sentence  in  the  paragraph  to  a 
period. 

4.  On  page  6331,  §  519.6  (f)  and  (j) 
and  page  6333,  §  519.16(e)  by  changing 
the  format  of  these  paragraphs  to  In¬ 


corporate  the  parenthetical  note  as  in¬ 
tegral  part  of  the  paragraphs  rather  than 
a  separate  paragraph  and  by  changing 
“Note.-”  to  “Note:”. 

5.  On  page  6332,  §  519.7(b)  (3)  by 
deleting  the  second  sentence  and  chang¬ 
ing  the  first  sentence  to  read  as  follows. 
“The  employer  operating  any  farm  or  re¬ 
tail  or  service  establishment  shall  main¬ 
tain  records  of  the  monthly  hours  of  em¬ 
ployment  of  full-time  students  at  sub¬ 
minimum  wages  and  of  the  total  hours 
of  employment  during  the  month  of  all 
employees  in  the  establishment  except 
for  those  employed  in  agriculture  who 
ccxne  within  one  of  the  other  exemptions 
from  the  minimiun  wage  provisions  of 
the  Act.”  This  correction  clarifies  a  pro¬ 
cedure  and  imposes  no  changes  in  obli¬ 
gations  <Hi  the  public. 

6.  On  page  6332,  §  519.9(a)  and  page 
6334,  §  519.19(a)  by  changing  “granted,” 
on  the  sixth  line  to  “granted”  (i.e.  the 
comma  after  the  word  “granted”  is  de¬ 
leted.) 

7.  On  page  6332,  §  519.11(a)  by  chang¬ 
ing  “(36  FR  8755-6)”  to  “(36  FR  8755) 
and  by  the  Assistant  Secretary  for  Em¬ 
ployment  Standards  (39  FR  33841)  ”. 

8.  On  page  6332,  §  519.11(a)  by  chang¬ 
ing  “toh”  in  line  8  to  “to”. 

9.  On  page  6332,  §  519.12(a)  by  charg¬ 
ing  “fulltime”  in  lines  6  and  16  to  "full¬ 
time”. 

10.  On  page  6332,  §  519.13(a)  by 

changing  “Utah  Area  office”  to  “Utah 

11.  On  page  6333,  §  519.16(e)  on  the 
eighth  line,  following  “tlon)  ”  at  the  start 
of  the  line,  by  inserting  a  comma  after 
“tlon) ,”. 

12.  On  page  6334,  §  519.17(b)  (1)  by 
changing .“(b)  (2),  (3)  and  (4)”  to  “(b) 
(2)  and  (3)”. 

13.  On  page  6334,  §  519.17(0)  by 

changing  the  “(o)  ”  to  “(c)  ”. 

14.  On  page  6334,  §  519.19(a)  by 

changing  the  semi-colon  ending  line  10 
to  a  colon. 

Signed  at  Wsishington,  D.C.  this  16th 
day  of  May  1975. 

Warren  D.  Landis, 

Acting  Administrator, 
Wage  and  Hour  Division. 
(PR  Doc.76-13698  Piled  6-22-76;8:46  am) 

Title  46 — Shipping 

CHAPTER  II — MARITIME  ADMINISTRA¬ 
TION,  DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

SUBCHAPTER  C — REGULATIONS  AFFECTING 
SUBSIDIZED  VESSELS  AND  OPERATORS 

PART  294 — OPERATING-DIFFERENTIAL 

SUBSIDY  FOR  BULK  CARGO  VESSELS 
ENGAGED  IN  CARRYING  BULK  RAW 
AND  PRtXlESSEO  AGRICULTURAL  COM¬ 
MODITIES  FROM  THE  UNITED  STATES 
TO  THE  UNION  OF  SOVIET  SOCIALIST 
REPUBLICS 

Fixtures  Made  on  and  After  April  1, 1975 

Part  294  of  Title  46,  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations,  which  prescribes  regulations 
governing  the  payment  of  operating-dif¬ 
ferential  subsidy  to  operators  of  bulk 
cargo  vessels  engaged  in  carrying  bulk 
raw  and  processed  agricultural  commod- 
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ities  from  the  United  States  to  the  Union 
of  Soviet  Socialist  Republics,  is  hereby 
amended. 

The  amendments  provide  that  on  and 
after  April  1,  1975,  (1)  charter  rates  are 
to  be  established  through  mutual  agree¬ 
ment  of  the  two  coimtries*  Designated 
Representatives  and  (2)  the  subsidy 
abatement  level  is  to  be  adjusted. 

These  amendments  affect  operators  of 
subsidized  vessels,  and  are  adopted  with¬ 
out  notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  under 
the  exemption  stated  in  5  U.S.C.  553(a) 
(2),  relating  to  public  grants. 

Part  294  of  Title  46,  Code  of  Federal 
Regulaticxis,  is  hereby  amended  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

By  adding  a  new  paragraph  (c)  to 
§  294.9  to  read  as  follows: 

§  294.9  Charter  rate  determinatiun  and 
abatement  of  aubsidy. 

«  •  «  *  • 

(c)  Fixtures  made  on  or  after  April  1, 
1975.  (1)  Charter  rate  determination. 
With  respect  to  carriage  of  bulk  raw  and 
processed  agricultural  commodities,  fix¬ 
tures  made  on  or  after  April  1, 1975,  shall 
be  made  at  mutually  acceptable  rates  as 
provided  in  Paragraph  3(a)  of  Annex  in 
to  the  Agreement  Between  the  Govern¬ 
ment  of  the  United  States  of  America 
and  the  Government  of  the  Union  of  So¬ 
viet  Socialist  Republics  Regarding  Cer¬ 
tain  Maritime  Matters,  October  14,  1972. 

(2)  Abatement  determination — (i)  In 
general.  The  operating-differential  sub¬ 
sidy  otherwise  payable  on  fixtures  made 
on  or  after  April  1,  1975,  under  this  Part 
shall  be  subject  to  abatement  on  a  voyage 
basis. 

(ii)  Abatement  level — (A)  In  general. 
When  the  charter  rate  is  the  same  as  or 
less  than  the  amoimts  shown  in  the  table 
below,  no  abatement  will  occur. 


Trade 
VS.  Oulf/ 
Black  Sea 
U.S.  Gulf/ 
Baltic 


U.S.  Gulf/ 
Soviet  Pacific 
U.S.N.H./ 

Black  Sea 


U.S.N.H./ 

Baltic 

U.S.  Pacific/ 
soviet  Pacific 


Abatement  Level 
{per  long  ton) 


>18.00 

$12.70  Plus  $1.00  if  ar¬ 
rival  Is  be¬ 
tween  Nov.  1 
and  Apr.  30 

$15.00 

$12.50  Plus  $1.00  if  ar¬ 
rival  is  be¬ 
tween  Nov.  1 
and  Apr.  30 

$12.  50 

$13.  50 


*  (B)  Barley — The  Abatement  Level  for 
carriage  of  barley  shall  be  at  the  amounts 
indicated  above  plus  $.40  per  long  ton. 

(ill)  Abatement.  To  the  extent  that  the 
charter  rate  exceeds  the  Abatement 
Level,  the  payment  of  subsidy  will  be 
abated  as  indicated  below.  The  Commis¬ 
sion  payable  imder  the  charter  party 
attributable  to  the  amount  subject  to 
abatement  will  be* deducted  from  the 
abatement. 


Excess  of  charter 
rate  above 
abatement  level 

$1  or  less - 

$1  to  $7 _ 

Over  $7 _ 


Percent  of 
abatement 
per  long  ton 

. .  50 

. .  75 

. .  90 


(iv)  Example.  The  provisions  of  this 
paragraph  are  Illustrated  by  the  follow¬ 
ing  example: 

A  vessel  is  fixed  for  the  carriage  of  UB.  ex¬ 
port  grain  (non-barley  from  U.S.  Gulf  port 
to  Black  Sea  port  at  a  charter  rate  of  $23.28 
per  ton,  F.I.O.T.  The  Commislon  rate  is  3% 
percent  of  the  freight  revenue. 


Charter  rate -  $23.28 

Abatement  Level  (UJS.  Gulf /Black 
Sea)  . - .  13.00 


Excess  subject  to  abatement -  $10.28 


Excess  of  $1.00  or  less -  $1.00 

Less  commission  (at  3%%) -  (.0376) 


Net  revenue _  .9626 

Abatement  percentage _  50% 


Abatement  amount -  $.48125 

Excess  betw^n  $1.00  and  $7.00 -  $6.00 

Less  commission  (at  3%%) _  (.225) 


Net  revenue _  6.776 

Abatement  percentage _  75% 


Abatement  amount _ $4.33125 

Excess  over  $7.00 _  $3.28 

Less  commission  (at  3%%) _  (-123) 


Net  revenue _  3.157 

Abatement  percentage _  90% 


Abatement  amount _  $2.8413 


Total  Abatement  of  subsidy  per  ton 
of  cargo  carried _  $7.6539 


Effective  date.  These  amendments 
shall  become  effective  on  April  1,  1975. 

(Sec.  204(b),  Merchant  Marine  Act,  1936,  as 
amended  (40  Stat.  1987,  46  U.S.C.  1114),  Re¬ 
organization  Plans  No.  21  of  1950  (64  Stat. 
1273)  and  No.  7  of  1961  (75  Stat.  842)  as 
amended  by  PL.  91-469  (84  Stat.  1036), 
Department  of  Commerce  Organization  Order 
10-8  (38  FR  19707,  July  23, 1973) ) 

Dated:  May  20, 1975. 

By  order  of  the  Maritime  Subsidy 
Board. 

James  S.  Dawson,  Jr., 
Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.75-13635  FUed  5-22-75:8:45  am] 
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Thit  ssction  of  tho  FEDERAL  REGISTER  contains  notices  to  the  public  of  the  proposed  issuance  of  rules  and  regulations.  The  purpose  of 
these  notices  is  to  give  interested  persons  an  opportunity  to  participate  In  the  rulemaking  prior  to  the  adoption  of  the  final  rules. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 
Internal  Revenue  Service 
[  26  CFR  Parts  1, 11] 

LUMP  SUM  DISTRIBUTIONS 
Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making 
Correction 

On  Wednesday  Ainrll  30,  1975,  Notice 
of  Proposed  Rule  linking  was  published 
In  the  FKderal  Rkisteb  (40  FR  18798). 
TTie  following  corrections  are  made  to  the 
proposed  regulations: 

1.  lines  4,  5,  and  6  of  S  1.62(11)  (page 
18799)  the  text  beginning  at  “Nothing  in 
•  •  •  "  shoxild  be  flush  with  the  left 
margin. 

2.  In  line  1  of  §  1.101(b)  (2)  (page 
18799)  **(1)  ”  should  be  italicized. 

3.  In  line  13  of  5  1.122-l(b)  (2)  (li) 
(page  18800).  “this  section”  should  be 
“this  subdivision". 

4.  In  line  22  of  5  1.402(a)-l(a)  (1)(11) 
(page  18801) ,  “see  (a)  (6) "  should  be  “see 
paragraph  (aXO)”. 

5.  In  line  39  of  f  1.402(a)-l(b)  (page 
18802),  there  should  be  added  “section” 
at  the  end  thereof. 

6.  In  line  2  Of  Example  subdivisltm  (1) 
of  5  1.402(e) -2(b)  (4)  (page  18804), 
“fro  mthe”  should  be  “from  the”. 

7.  In  line  23  of  Example  subdivision  (1) 
of  j  1.402  (e)-2  (b)  (4)  (page  18804), 
“tax  after"  should  be  “tax  law  after”. 

8.  In  linft  6  of  Example  subdivision  (11) 
of  8  1.402  (e)-2  (b)  (4)  (page  18804), 
“  [$15,000+$5,0004-  ($65,000  — $15,000)  1  ” 
should  be  “t$15,000+$5,000+ ($65,000 
—$15,000)  1”. 

9.  In  line  10  of  Example  subdivision 
(U)  of  8  1.402(e)-2  (b)  (4)  (page  18804), 
“distributing”  ^ould  be  “distribution”. 

10.  m  line  7  of  Example  subdivision 
(ili)  of  8  1.402  (e)-2  (b)  (4),  (page 
18804) 

“[$60,000—44,0001” 

10 

should  be 

“160,000—44,0001”. 

10 

11.  In  line  14  of  8  1.402(e) -2  (c)  (1) 
(U)  (C)  (1)  (page  18804),  “(c)  (1)  (11) 
(A)(1)(f)”  should  be  “(c)  (1)  (U)  (C) 
(1)  (i)”. 

12.  In  line  33  of  8  1.402  (e)-2  (c)  (1) 
(iv)  Example  (1)  subdivision  (iil)  (page 
18805) . 

“1 4«.000—(  44,000  X  46,000/460.0001  ” 

10 

should  be 

“(46,000— (44.000  X  (46,000/460.000) )  1". 

10 

13.  In  line  37  of  8  1.402  (e)-2  (c)  (1) 
(iv)  Example  (1)  subdivision  (iil)  (page 
18805), 


"14778  X  48,800/444,000)  1  ” 

should  be 

“  1 4788  X  48.000/444.000 )  ”. 

14.  In  line  28  of  8  1.402  (e)-2  (c)  (1) 
(iv)  Example  (2)  subdivision  (Iil)  (page 
18805),  “$3,448”  should  be  “$8,448”. 

15.  In  line  33  of  8  1.402(e) -2  (c)  (1) 
(iv)  Example  (3)  subdivision  (iil)  (page 
18805), 

“146.760  -  (44,400  X  46,760/448,000) )  1” 

10 

should  be 

"[45.760  -  (44.400  X  (46,760/448,000)))”. 
10 

16.  In  line  9  of  8  1.402  (e)-2  (c)  (2) 
(ill)  (B)  (page  18806)  “(1)”  should  be 
“(2)”. 

17.  In  line  44  of  8  1.402  (e)-2  (c)  (2) 
(iv)  Example  (1)  subdivision  (iil)  (page 
18807),  “$70”  should  be  “$170”. 

18.  After  Line  16  of  8  1.402  (e)-2  (c) 
(iv)  Example  (2)  subdivision  (il)  (page 
18807) ,  there  is  added  the  following:  “in¬ 
come  for  1976  is  $25,520  (their  itemized”. 

19.  Lines  22  and  23  of  8  1.402  (e)-2  (c) 
(2)  (Iv)  Example  (2)  subdivision  (ill) 
should  read  as  follows; 

"described  were  46.660 

(468,000  -  42.400) -i_ 

io  J" 

20.  In  line  30  of  8  1.402  (e)-2  (c)  (2) 
(iv)  Example  (2)  subdivision  (iii)  (page 
18807),  the  period  at  the  end  thereof 
should  be  deleted. 

21.  Lines  39  and  40  of  8  1.402(e) -2(c) 
(2)(lv)  Example  (2)  subdivision  (111) 
(page  18807) ,  should  read  as  follows: 
"therein  described  were 
^,,^^44,800— (42,400  X  (44,800/468,000) )  J  » 

22.  In  line  23  of  8  1.402(e) -2(c)  (2) 
(Iv)  Example  (3)  subdivision  (iii)  (page 
18807) .  the  text  beginning  at  “described 
were  $5,320  *  *  *”  should  be  flush  with 
the  left  margin. 

23.  In  line  34  of  8  1.402(e) -2(c)  (2) 

(iv)  Example  (3)  subdivision  (iil)  (page 
18807) ,  “($10,000+$0/($50.000+$0) )  1” 

should  be  “(10.000+$0)/ ($50,000+ 
$0)1”, 

24.  In  line  2  of  8  1.402(e) -2(c)  (2)  (iv) 
Example  (4)  subdivision  (ii)  (page 
18807),  there  is  added  “taxable”  at  the 
end  of  the  line. 

25.  Lines  11  and  12  of  8  1.402(e) -2(c) 
(2)  (iv)  Example  (4)  subdivision  (iil) 
(page  18807)  should  read  as  follows: 
“total  taxable  amount  is  $54,000 
[$50,000+$4,000].  The  modified  mini- 
mmn  distribution”. 


26.  In  line  14  of  8  1.402(e)-2(c)  (2) 
(Iv)  Example  (4)  subdivision  (iii)  (page 
18807) ,  “Uons”  should  be  “tlon”. 

27.  In  line  1  of  8  1.402(e) -2(d)  (page 
18808),  “(1)”  should  be  deleted. 

28.  In  line  5  of  8  1.402(e)-2(d)  (1)  (C) 
(page  18808) ,  “services”  should  be  “serv- 
Icc** 

29.  In  line  1  of  8  1.402(e) -2(d)  (2)  (iii) 
Example  (2)  (page  18809) ,  “afe”  should 
be  “age”. 

James  F.  Diung, 
Director,  Legislation  and 
Regulations  Divison. 

[FR  Doc.76-13533  PUed  6-22-76:8:46  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 
Agriculhjral  Marketing  Service 
[7  CFR  Part  1098] 

[Docket  Mo.  AO-184-A37] 

MILK  IN  THE  NASHVILLE,  TENNESSEE, 
MARKETING  AREA 

Notice  of  Recommended  Decision  and  Op¬ 
portunity  To  File  Written  Exceptions  on 
Proposed  AmeiKiments  To  Tentative 
Marketing  Agreement  and  To  Order 

Notice  is  hereby  given  of  the  filing  with 
the  Hearing  Clerk  of  this  recommended 
decision  with  respect  to  proposed  amend¬ 
ments  to  the  tentative  marketing  agree¬ 
ment  and  (Hxier  regulating  the  handling 
of  milk  in  the  Nashville,  Tennessee,  mar¬ 
keting  area. 

Interested  parties  may  file  written  ex¬ 
ceptions  to  this  decision  with  the  Hearing 
CTlerk,  United  States  Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture,  Washington,  D.C.  20250,  on  or 
before  Jime  9,  1975.  The  exceptions 
should  be  filed  in  quadruplicate.  All  writ¬ 
ten  submissions  made  pursuant  to  this 
notice  will  be  made  av^able  for  public 
inspection  at  the  office  of  the  Hearing 
Cl^k  during  regular  business  hours  (7 
CFR  1.27(b)). 

The  above  notice  of  filing  of  the  deci¬ 
sion  and  of  c^portunlty  to  file  exceptions 
thereto  is  issiied  pursuant  to  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  the  Agricultural  Marketing 
Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (7 
U.S.C.  601  et  seq.),  and  the  applicable 
rules  of  practice  and  procedure  govern¬ 
ing  the  formulation  of  marketing  agree- 
ments  and  marketing  orders  (7  CFR  Part 
900). 

Preliminary  Statement 

"^Tlie  hearing  on  the  record  of  which 
the  proposed  amendments,  as  hereinafter 
set  foiih,  to  the  tentative  marketing 
agreement  and  to  the  order  as  amended, 
were  formulated,  was  conducted  at  Nash¬ 
ville,  Tennessee,  on  December  16-17, 
1974,  pursuant  to  notice  thereof  which 
•was  Issued  November  29,  1974  (39  FR 
41987). 
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The  material  Issues  on  the  record  of 
the  hearing  relate  to: 

1.  Pool  plant  qualifications. 

2.  Diversion  of  producer  milk. 

3.  Partial  payments  to  producers  and 
cooperatives. 

P^NDINGS  AND  CONCLUSIONS 

The  following  findings  and  conclusions 
on  the  material  issues  are  based  on  evi¬ 
dence  presented  at  the  hearing  and  the 
record  thereof : 

1.  Pool  plant  qualifications — (a)  Auto¬ 
matic  pool  status  in  March-July  for  a 
supply  plant  that  qualified  as  a  pool  plant 
each  month  in  the  preceding  August- 
February.  Automatic  pool  plant  status  in 
March-July  should  continue  to  be  ac¬ 
corded  a  supply  plant  that  was  a  pool 
plant  throughout  the  preceding  Augustr- 
Pebruary. 

As  now  provided  in  the  order  and  un¬ 
changed  by  this  decision,  a  supply  plant 
may  qualify  as  a  po<rf  plant  for  each 
individual  month  in  which  it  ships  at 
least  50  percent  of  its  dairy  farmer  re¬ 
ceipts  to  pool  distributing  plants.  Under 
the  automatic  pooling  provision,  a  plant 
that  so  qualified  in  the  preceding  August- 
February  need  ship  no  milk  in  March- 
July  to  be  pooled  in  these  months. 

A  cooperative’s  proposal,  which  was 
supported  by  a  second  cooperative,  would 
eliminate  automatic  pooling  and  condi¬ 
tion  the  pooling  of  a  supply  plant  on  per¬ 
formance  each  month.  Spokesman  for 
proponent  contended  that  the  automatic 
pooling  provision  serves  no  purpose  in  the 
Nashville  market  since  no  plant  has  ever 
qualified  for  automatic  pool  status.  (No 
pool  supply  plants  now  serve  the  mar¬ 
ket.)  He  further  alleged  that  in  the 
Nashville  market  distributing  plants  can 
be  .  adequately  supplied  with  milk 
shipped  directly  from  dairy  farms. 

A  proprietary  handler  opposed  the  co¬ 
operative’s  proposal  on  the  basis  that  no 
changes  have  occurred  in  market  condi¬ 
tions  to  warrant  its  adoption.  The 
handler  representative  contended  that 
eliminating  the  automatic  pooling  pro¬ 
vision  would  force  a  supply  plant  opera¬ 
tor  to  make  imeconomlc  movements  of 
milk  to  qualify  it  for  pooling  in  the 
months  of  heavy  production. 

Provisions  for  pooling  supply  plants 
and  for  automatic  pooling  of  such  plants 
in  certain  months  are  customarily  in¬ 
cluded  in  Federal  milk  orders.  Such  pro¬ 
visions  allow  a  pool  distributing  plant  op¬ 
erator  to  elect  whether  to  receive  his  milk 
supply  directly  fr(»n  producers’  farms 
and/or  from  supph^  plants.  A  pool  dis¬ 
tributing  ^ant  cg>erator  may  utilize  sup¬ 
ply  plant  milk  as  his  sole  source  of 
supply  or  to  meet  his  plant’s  supple¬ 
mental  needs. 

Even  though  a  supply  plant  may  not 
'be  needed  to  accommodate  the  move¬ 
ment  of  milk  to  the  market  from  farms 
in  the  immediate  production  area,  such 
a  plant  may  be  needed  for  the  assembly 
and  movement  of  milk  from  alternative 
supply  sovu*ces.  To  this  end.  it  is  essential 
that  the  order  recognize  the  role  of  sup¬ 
ply  plants  in  a  marteting  system  and 
present  the  conditions  for  pooling  such 
plants. 


It  is  probable  that  the  demand  for  milk 
from  supply  plants  would  vary  seasonally 
and  would  be  greatest  during  the  seasmi 
of  lowest  production.  This  would  be  par¬ 
ticularly  true  in  situations  where  han¬ 
dlers  using  supply  plant  milk  were  re¬ 
ceiving  part  of  their  supply  direct  from 
producers’  farms.  Durii^  the  months  of 
flush  production,  supplies  of  milk  re¬ 
ceived  directly  at  fluid  processing  plants 
in  the  market  might  be  sufficient  to  sup¬ 
ply  the  Class  I  requirements,  in  which 
case  it  would  be  more  economical  to  leave 
the  more  distant  milk  in  the  country  for 
manufacturing  and  utilize  the  nearby 
milk  for  Class  I  use.  Performance  stand¬ 
ards  under  the  order  should  not  force 
milk  to  be  transported  to  distributing 
plants  during  the  flush  production 
months  merely  for  the  purpose  of  main¬ 
taining  eligibility  for  pooll^. 

To  avoid  imecmiomlc  movements  of 
milk,  it  is  appropriate  that  the  order  pro¬ 
vide  continuing  pooling  status  during  the 
flush  production  months  of  any  supply 
plant  which  was  continuously  pooled  in 
the  months  of  short  production  on  the 
basis  of  having  shlM>^  at  least  50  per¬ 
cent  of  its  producer  milk  to  the  market 
during  each  of  the  short  production 
months. 

(b)  Balancing  plant.  A  plant  associ¬ 
ated  with  the  Naishvllle  market  and  op¬ 
erated  by  a  cooperative  should  be  pro¬ 
vided  pool  plant  status  in  any  month  that 
at  least  60  percent  (rather  than  two- 
thirds  as  presently  required)  of  the  co¬ 
operative’s  producer  milk  is  received  at 
pool  distributing  plants  either  by  trans¬ 
fer  fr(Hn  such  cooperative’s  plant  or  di¬ 
rectly  from  producers’  farms. 

A  cooperative  that  operates  the  only 
“balancing”  plant  in  the  market  pro¬ 
posed  the  change  in  the  shipping  require¬ 
ment  as  a  means  of  maintaining  the  pool¬ 
ing  eligibility  of  the  plant.  A  spokesman 
for  the  cooperative  stated  that  unless  the 
receipt  requirement  for  its  member  milk 
is  reduced  to  60  percent,  pool  status  for 
such  plant  would  be  Jeopardized,  particu¬ 
larly  during  the  flush  production  months, 
’niere  was  no  opposition  to  the  proposal. 

The  cooperative’s  plant  which  is  lo¬ 
cated  in  the  city  of  Nashville  provides 
the  means  whereby  handlers  may  adjust 
their  receipts  each  day  to  fit  their  bot¬ 
tling  needs  and  at  the  same  time  have 
assurance  that  milk  will  be  available  for 
fluid  use  as  needed.  A  bottling  plant  that 
receives  milk  by  direct  delivery  from  the 
farms  of  designated  producer  members 
of  the  co<^rative  may  accept  part  or 
none  of  such  deliveries  on  any  day.  ’The 
total  deliveries  of  such  producers  on  the 
days  the  bottling  plant  is  not  (grated, 
and  the  amount  in  excess  of  its  Class  I 
needs  on  other  days,  generally  are  re¬ 
ceived  at  the  cooperative’s  plant.  Thus, 
its  basic  function  is  as  an  assembly  point 
for  producer  milk  not  needed  by  han¬ 
dlers  which  must  be  disposed  of  to  non¬ 
pool  plants.  However,  milk  in  storage  at 
the  plant  is  available  to  handlers  to  meet 
unanticipated  requirements  on  short  no¬ 
tice.  Providing  pool  status  for  the  co¬ 
operative’s  plant  enhances  operating 
efficiency  and  Implements  the  po<^ing 
of  the  cooperative’s  member  milk  that  is 


regularly  and  substantially  associated 
with  the  market. 

The  pooling  standards  which  have 
been  established  under  the  order  were  in¬ 
tended  to  implement  the  pooling  of  all 
of  the  milk  regularly  and  substantially 
associated  with  the  regulated  market. 

All  of  the  milk  which  the  co<^rative 
in  the  past  has  pooled  imder  the  order 
could  have  been  accommodated  by  asso¬ 
ciation  with  pool  distributing  plants  and 
through  transfer  or  diversion  to  nonpool 
plants  of  the  quantities  not  needed  by 
pool  handlers.  In  fact,  the  cooperative’s 
balancing  plant  was  not  pool^  during 
the  period  September  1.  1971.  through 
April  1. 1974.  The  present  provisions  ac¬ 
cording  pool  status  to  the  plant  were 
effected  April  1,  1974.  For  all  of  the  rea¬ 
sons  set  forth  in  the  Assistant  Secretary’s 
decision  of  March  18. 1974  (39  FR 10593) . 
official  notice  of  which  is  taken,  it  is  ap¬ 
propriate  that  the  plant  continue  to  be 
accorded  pooling  status.  A  reduction  in 
the  delivery  requirements  for  monber 
producer  milk  to  pool  distributing  plants 
from  the  present  66%  percent  to  60  per¬ 
cent  will  provide  such  assurance  and  will 
not.  in  any  substantive  way,  implement 
the  pooling  of  any  milk  not  already 
associated  with  the  market. 

2.  Diversion  of  producer  milk.  A  pro¬ 
ducer  should  be  required  to  ddlva:  at 
least  2  days’  production  (one  ddlvery 
for  a  producer  on  every-other-day  pick- 
up)  to  a  pool  plant  during  the  month  to 
qualify  any  remainder  of  his  monthly 
production  for  pooling  as  diverted  milk. 

Ihe  order  now  provides  that  milk  may 
be  diverted  to  nonpool  plants  without 
limit  in  any  month. 

A  cooperative  proposed  that  a  producer 
be  required  to  deliver  to  pool  plants  dur¬ 
ing  the  month  20  days’  production  in 
September-February  and  10  days’  pro¬ 
duction  in  Maa%h-August  to  qualify  his 
remaining  production  for  diversion.  It 
also  proposed  that  a  cooperative  be  al¬ 
lowed  to  divert  the  total  monthly  pro¬ 
duction  of  Individual  members  without 
limit  in  March-August  if  the  coopera¬ 
tive’s  total  diversions  are  not  more  tb  m 
40  percent  of  its  total  producer  milk  /or 
the  month.  This  option  would  likewise 
apply  to  a  proprietary  handler  for  his 
nonmember  milk. 

Another  cooperative  proposed  that  at 
least  4  days  in  Septemter-February  and 
2  days  in  March-August  of  a  producer’s 
monthly  production  should  be  delivered 
to  a  pool  plant  to  qualify  his  remaining 
production  for  diversion. 

The  cooperatives  contended  that  the 
present  order  provisions  providing  un¬ 
limited  diversion  throughout  the  year  is 
an  open  invitation  for  handlers  to  asso¬ 
ciate  with  the  market  milk  intended 
solely  for  manufacturing  purposes  to  the 
detriment  of  producers  who  regularly 
supply  the  market  and  on  whom  the 
market  depends  for  its  Class  I  needs. 
They  urged  the  adoption  of  substantial 
delivery  requirements  to  deter  this  result. 

A  proprietary  pool  plant  operator  op¬ 
posed  the  proposals  to  limit  diversions 
contending  that  the  present  diversion 
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ixx>vi8k>ns  contribute  to  efficient  and  or¬ 
derly  marketing  of  milk  in  the  Nashville 
market  and  should  not  be  changed. 

Hie  divmrsian  ixoviskms  are  mtivided 
to  Implemait  the  ^Bcient  handling  of 
the  market’s  milk  suimly  in  excess  of 
handlers'  immediate  requirements.  Be¬ 
cause  of  variations  in  market  needs  and 
in  production,  the  milk  of  each  producer 
may  not  be  needed  every  dsqr  for  proc¬ 
essing  as  fluid  milk  at  the  plant  to  which 
it  is  customarily  delivered.  It  is  neces¬ 
sary,  however,  that  there  be  a  reserve  of 
quallfled  milk  available  for  the  fluctu¬ 
ating  needs  of  handlers  serving  the  mar¬ 
ket.  When  milk  of  any  dairy  farmer  reg¬ 
ularly  supplying  the  market  is  not  needed 
at  the  jdimt  to  which  it  is  usually 
shipped,  it  can  be  handled  most  eco¬ 
nomically  by  diversion  directly  from  the 
farm  to  nonpocfl  manufacturing  plants. 

A  requirement  at  substantial  deliveries 
of  miflc  at  Individual  producers  for 
establishing  divmskm  eligibility  rights 
would  be  a  d^erroit  to  efficient  handling 
of  that  milk  In  excess  of  handlers*  im¬ 
mediate  fluid  needs.  Appropriately,  how¬ 
ever,  a  means  should  be  provld^  for 
establishing  that  milk  oi  individual  dairy 
fanners  r^iorted  as  diverted  producer 
milk  is  bona  fldely  associated  with  the 
market  and  is,  in  fact,  miiir  which  is 
qualified  for  fluid  use.  A  requirement  of 
physical  receipt  at  a  pool  plant  is  an 
ai^Mxipriate  means  for  making  this  de¬ 
termination.  Tb  this  end,  it  is  reasonable 
to  require  that  two  days’  production  of 
each  producer  be  phydcally  received  at 
a  pool  plant  during  each  month  to  qualify 
his  remaining  production  for  diversion  as 
producer  milk. 

A  distributing  plant  must  dispose  of 
at  least  50  pm:^t  at  its  fluid  milk  re¬ 
ceipts  as  route  dlQ>o6ltion  to  qualify  for 
pooling.  Diversions  are  included  as  a  re¬ 
ceipt  at  the  diverting  jdant  for  purposes 
of  determining  whether  such  plant  has 
met  the  50  percent  route  disposition  re¬ 
quirement.  Under  such  circumstances, 
ev^  though  the  orda*  ixovides  unlimited 
diversions,  there  is  a  practical  limitation 
of  no  more  than  50  percent. 

’Ihe  cooperatives’  concems  are  di¬ 
rected  to  the  pos^billty  that  prc^rietary 
handlers*  might  use  the  diversion  provi¬ 
sions  as  a  means  of  associating  with  the 
pool  addittonal  milk  Intended  solely  for 
manufacturing  use.  While  this  could  pos¬ 
sibly  result,  it  is  not  practical  to  deal 
with  such  a  matter  without  more  speciflc 
facts. 

Certainly  milk  which  is  not  available 
for  fluid  use  should  not  be  accorded  pool¬ 
ing  eligibility.  However,  it  is  not  apparent 
from  this  record  that  this  has  happened. 
Proponents  apparently  foresee  possible 
market  developments  which  they  be¬ 
lieve  could  be  detrimental  to  their  in¬ 
terest.  Through  a  cooperative’s  balancing 
plant,  it  has  flexibility  for  marketing  its 
members’  milk  which  is  not  available  to 
lH*oprietary  handlers.  It  would  not  be  iqi- 
proprlate  to  adopt  stringent  require¬ 
ments  which  could  deter  the  efficient 
handling  at  the  market’s  total  supply. 

If  at  any  time  it  should  develi^  that 
a  handler  was  accumulating  in  the  pool 


milk  that  was  not  available  as  needed 
for  Class  I.  a  further  hearing  could  be 
called  to  consider  the  appropriate  acflon 
which  should  be  taken  to  either  eadnde 
such  milk  from  the  pool  or  insure  Its 
availability  for  dess  I  uses. 

Milk  diverted  by  a  cooperative  is  con¬ 
sidered  a  receipt  st  the  distributing  irilant 
from  which  diverted  in  determining  the 
distributing  plant's  pool  status.  TO  the 
extent  it  woifld  result  in  a  distributing 
plant  not  qualifying  as  a  pool  plant,  miik 
reported  as  diverted  by  a  cooperative 
from  the  distributing  plant  of  another 
handler  would  not  be  producer  milk  As 
IHPvided  in  this  decision,  the  cooperative 
would  be  responsible  for  indentifylng  the 
dairy  farmer  milk  to  which  this  would 
be  applicable.  If  the  cooperative  fails  to 
do  so,  no  milk  diverted  by  the  coopera¬ 
tive  to  nonpool  iriants  would  be  producer 
milk.  This  action  was  proposed  by  a 
cooperative  and  was  not  opposed. 

8.  Partial  patrmmts  to  producert  and 
cooperatives.  ’The  rate  at  which  partial 
paymrats  for  producer  milk  are  made 
should  be  changed  from  the  Class  m 
price  for  the  preceding  month  to  90  per¬ 
cent  of  the  weighted  average  price  for 
the  preceding  month.  During  Maich- 
July,  when  base  and  excess  prices  are 
lUHilicable,  the  partial  payment  rate  to 
producers  without  a  base  should  be  the 
Class  in  price  for  the  preceding  month. 

The  present  order  requires  handlers 
to  pay  the  market  administrator  by  the 
25th  of  the  month  for  producer  milk  re¬ 
ceived  during  the  flrst  15  days  of  the 
month.  ’The  rate  of  payment  is  the 
HI  price  for  the  preceding  month 
applies  to  all  milk  received  from  pro¬ 
ducers  except  those  who  delivered  milk 
for  less  than  20  days  during  the  month. 
In  turn,  the  market  administrator  pays 
individual  producers  by  the  last  day  of 
the  month  and  cooperatives  authcHized 
to  collect  payment  for  the  milk  of  its 
membo*  producers  at  least  2  days  be¬ 
fore  the  last  day  of  the  month. 

A  cooperative  proposed  that  handlers 
be  required  to  make  sqiarate  partial 
payments  for  producer  milk  received 
during  each  of  the  flrst  two  10-day  de¬ 
livery  periods  of  the  month.  Under  their 
propo^  these  payments  to  the  market 
administrator  would  be  due  on  the  15th 
and  25th  of  ttie  month,  respectively,  at 
90  perc^t  of  the  previous  month's  uni¬ 
form  price.  ’Ihe  market  administrator 
in  turn  would  pay  individual  producers 
by  the  17th  and  27th  of  the  month,  re¬ 
spectively,  and  cooperatives  collecting 
for  their  member  milk  at  least  two  days 
earlier. 

Proponent  cooperative’s  spokesman 
recognized  that  the  pri^iosefl  changes 
would  increase  handlers'  costs  for  milk, 
but  held  ttiey  are  needed  to  improve  the 
cash  flow  to  dairy  fanners.  He  con¬ 
tended  that  dairy  farmers,  faced  with 
increasing  production  costs  and  greater 
demands  for  cash  for  purchasing  items 
needed  to  continue  producing  milk,  ur¬ 
gently  need  payment  for  their  milk  at  a 
higher  rate  and  at  more  frequent  inter¬ 
vals.  Higher  Interest  rates  for  borrowed 
mcmey  in  the  last  two  years  were  dted 


In  particular  as  Justifying  more  frequent 
payments  to  producers. 

The  propo^  partial  payment  rate 
(90  percent  ttie  ixevlous  month’s 
uniform  price)  is  desirable,  the  coopera¬ 
tive  claimed,  because  it  varies  less  than 
the  Class  IH  price  for  the  previous 
month.  Also,  it  would  increase  the 
amount  of  mcmey  dairy  fanners  would 
receive  as  partial  payments.  Further,  it 
wrould  reduce  the  risk  carried  by  pro¬ 
ducers  in  situations  where  a  handler 
suddenly  is  unable  to  pay  for  milk. 

Another  cooperative  proposed  to  mod¬ 
ify  the  present  partial  payment  provl- 
sloQ  by  advancing  the  pasrment  date 
three  days  and  changing  the  rate  to  90 
percent  ^  the  previous  month’s  uniform 
price.  Proponent’s  spokesman  claimed 
the  higher  rate  is  necessary  to  more 
nearly  represent  the  actual  value  of  the 
milk.  He  contended  that  the  present  par¬ 
tial  payment  rate  is  disproportionate  to 
the  actual  value  of  the  milk  and  that 
producers  should  receive  the  partial  pay- 
mmt  at  the  esullest  paracticable  date. 
However,  this  cooperative  opixised  more 
frequent  partial  payments  on  the  basis 
tbat  it  would  Impose  considerable  addi- 
ticmal  costs  on  all  parties  and  therefore 
would  not  be  advantageous  to  producers. 

Increasing  the  partiaJ  payment  rate 
to  90  percent  of  the  previous  month’s 
uniform  price,  as  adopted  herein,  will 
provide  producers  a  larger  porticm  of 
the  value  of  their  milk  through  partial 
payments.  For  the  two  years  ending  No- 
vembo*  1974,  the  proposed  90  percent 
rate  averaged  18.1  cents  per  hundred¬ 
weight  more  than  the  actual  partial  pay¬ 
ment  rate. 

Since  the  partial  payment  applies  only 
to  the  flrst  15  days’  ddiveries  by  pro¬ 
ducers  who  shipped  at  least  20  days’  pro- 
ductimi  during  the  month,  the  likelihood 
of  overpayment  will  not  be  signiflcantly 
increased. 

In  March-July  under  the  seasonal 
base-exoess  plan  in  the  Nashville  order, 
there  may  be  producers  for  whom  no 
base  can  be  computed.  Accordingly,  the 
rate  for  making  partial  payments  to  such 
producers  should  be  the  CHass  m  price 
for  the  preceding  month.  Otherwise,  the 
actual  value  of  milk  to  which  the  pi^al 
payment  applies  could  be  less  than  the 
amount  paid. 

’There  was  no  speciflc  opposition  to  the 
proposed  90  percent  of  the  previous 
month’s  uniform  price  as  the  partial  pay¬ 
ment  rate.  Although  handlers  opposed 
changing  the  partial  payment  procedure, 
their  testimony  was  directed  to  the  pro¬ 
posal  for  requiring  two  partial  payments. 

’The  basis  of  handler  opposition  was 
that  the  reasons  dted  by  proponent  for 
needing  more  frequent  partial  payments 
reflect  general  business  conditions  facing 
handlers  and  producers  alike.  Handlers’ 
representatives  contended  the  order 
should  not  be  changed  to  recognize  pro¬ 
ducers’  problems  at  the  expense  of 
handlers. 

Handlers  claimed  that  two  partial  pay¬ 
ments  for  a  large  vdiune  of  producer 
milk  at  a  higher  rate,  as  proposed,  would 
increase  their  costs  for  milk.  In  addition 
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to  requiring  more  frequent  cash  outlays, 
administrative  costs  related  to  making 
more  frequent  payments  would  increase 
as  weU,  according  to  their  spokesman. 
They  also  contended  that  adoption  of 
the  proposal  would  Impose  a  burdensome 
time  schedule  on  handlers  during  the 
first  15  days  of  the  month,  and  would 
Increase  the  likelihood  of  overpayments 
to  producers  who  did  not  ship  milk  the 
entire  month. 

Providing  an  additional  advance  pay¬ 
ment  date  as  opponents  have  indicated 
would  significantly  increase  handler  and 
administrative  costs  and  would  not  in 
any  way  change  the  total  monies  pro¬ 
ducers  would  receive  in  a  80-day  pedod. 
It  would  be  unreasonable  to  adopt  proce¬ 
dures  which  would  result  in  iiurreased 
handler  and  administrative  costs  to  re¬ 
solve  a  cash  flow  to  individual  producers 
which  seemingly  could  be  resolved 
through  the  exercise  of  prudence  on  the 
part  of  the  producer  in  handling  his 
accounts. 

The  increasing  risk  of  loss  of  money 
among  producers  through  handler  fail¬ 
ures  is  a  matter  of  concern.  However,  if 
a  second  advance  payment  is  desirable 
for  this  purpose,  it  is  clear  that  such 
procedure  would  be  helpful  in  other  or¬ 
ders  also.  The  added  cost  and  time  de¬ 
mands  Involved  in  an  additional  payment 
are  a  significant  impediment  to  adoption. 
This  is  not  a  matter  that  can  be  resolved 
easily.  It  should  be  explored  carefully  in 
depth  and  in  conjunction  with  other  al¬ 
ternative  actions  with  a  broader  segment 
of  the  industry. 

Rulings  on  Proposed  Findings  and 
Conclusions 

Briefs  and  proposed  findings  and  con- 
cluslmis  were  filed  on  behalf  of  certain 
Interested  parties.  These  briefs,  proposed 
findings  and  conclusions  and  the  evi¬ 
dence  in  the  record  were  considered  in 
mining  the  findings  and  conclusions  set 
forth  above.  To  the  extent  that  the  sug¬ 
gested  findings  and  conclusions  filed  by 
Interested  parties  are  inconsistent  with 
the  findings  and  conclusions  set  forth 
herein,  the  requests  to  make  such  find¬ 
ings  or  reach  such  conclusions  are  denied 
for  the  reasons  previously  stated  in  this 
decision. 

General  Findings 

The  findings  and  determinations  here¬ 
inafter  set  forth  are  supplementary  and 
in  addition  to  the  findings  and  determi¬ 
nations  previously  made  in  connection 
with  tne  issuance  of  the  aforesaid  order 
and  of  the  previously  issued  amendments 
thereto;  and  all  of  said  previous  findings 
and  determinations  are  hereby  ratified 
and  affirmed,  except  Insofar  as  such  find¬ 
ings  and  determinations  may  be  In  con¬ 
flict  with  the  findings  and  determinations 
set  forth  herein. 

(a)  The  tentative  marketing  agree¬ 
ment  and  the  order,  as  hereby  proposed 
to  be  amended,  and  all  of  the  terms  and 
conditions  thereof,  will  tend  to  effectuate 
the  declared  policy  of  the  Act; 

(b)  The  parity  prices  of  milk  as  deter¬ 
mined  pursuant  to  secUon  2  of  the  Act 
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are  not  reasmiable  in  view  of  the  price 
of  feeds,  available  supplies  of  feeds,  and 
other  economic  conditions  which  affect 
market  supply  and  demand  for  milk  in 
the  marketing  area,  and  the  minimum 
prices  specified  in  the  tentative  maiket- 
Ing  agreement  and  the  order,  as  hereby 
proposed  to  be  amended,  are  such  prices 
as  will  reflect  the  afore^d  factors,  in¬ 
sure  a  sufficient  quantity  of  pure  and 
wholesome  milk,  and  be  in  the  public  in¬ 
terest;  and 

(c)  The  tentative  marketing  agree¬ 
ment  and  the  order,  as  hereby  proposed 
to  be  amended,  will  regulate  the 
handling  of  milk  in  the  same  manner  as, 
and  will  be  applicable  only  to  persons  in 
the  respective  classes  of  industrial  and 
commercial  activity  specified  in,  a 
marketing  agreement  upon  which  a 
hearing  has  been  held. 

Recommended  Marketing  Agreement 
AND  Order  Amending  the  Order 

The  recommended  marketing  agree¬ 
ment  is  not  Included  in  this  decision  be¬ 
cause  the  regulatory  provisions  thereof 
would  be  the  same  as  those  contained  in 
the  order,  as  hereby  proposed  to  be 
amended.  The  follo^rtng  order  amend¬ 
ing  the  order,  as  amended,  regulating  the 
handling  of  milk  in  the  Nashville,  Ten¬ 
nessee,  marketing  area  is  recommended 
as  the  detailed  and  appropriate  means 
by  which  the  foregoing  conclusions  may 
be  carried  out: 

§  1098.7  [Amended] 

1.  In  S  1098.7,  amend  paragraph  (c)  by 
replacing  the  words  “two-thirds”  with 
the  words  “60  percent,”  and  amend  para¬ 
graph  (d)(4)  by  replacing  the  word 
“January”  with  the  word  “February.” 

2.  In  S  1098.13,  paragraph  (b)  is  re¬ 
vised  as  follows: 


§  1098.71  Payments  to  the  producer- 
settlement  fund. 

(a)  On  or  before  the  25th  day  of  each 
month  each  handler  receiving  milk  from 
producers  or  from  a  handler  described  in 
§  1098.9(c)  (except  for  producers  having 
msMle  deliveries  for  less  than  20  days  dur¬ 
ing  the  month)  shall  pay  to  the  market 
administrator  for  deposit  into  the  pro¬ 
ducer-settlement  fund  an  amoimt  of 
money  calculated  by  multiplying  the 
himdredweight  of  producer  milk  received 
by  him  during  the  first  15  days  of  such 
month  by  90  percent  of  the  weighted  av¬ 
erage  price  for  the  preceding  month, 
except  that  for  milk  received  in  March, 
April,  May,  June,  and  July  from  a  pro¬ 
ducer  for  whom  no  daily  average  base 
can  be  computed  pursuant  to  S  1098.92, 
the  applicable  rate  for  making  payment 
pursuant  to  this  paragraph  shall  be  the 
Class  ni  price  for  the  preceding  month. 

4.  In  §  1098.73,  paragraph  (a)  is  revised 
as  follows: 

§  1098.73  Payments  to  producers  and  to 
cooperative  associations. 

(a)  On  or  before  the  last  day  of  each 
month,  the  market  administrator  shall 
make  payment  to  each  producer  for  milk 
receiv^  from  such  producer  during  the 
first  15  days  of  such  month  by  handlers 
from  whom  the  appropriate  pasmients 
have  been  received  pursuant  to  §  1098.71 
(a)  at  not  less  than  90  percent  of  the 
weighted  average  price  per  himdred¬ 
weight  for  the  preceding  month,  except 
that  for  milk  received  in  March,  April, 
May,  June,  and  July  from  a  producer  for 
whom  no  dally  average  base  can  be  com¬ 
puted  pursuant  to  §  1098.92,  the  appli¬ 
cable  rate  for  making  payment  pursuant 
to  this  paragraph  shall  be  the  Class  III 
price  for  the  preceding  month. 


§  1098.13  Producer  milk. 

•  #  «  •  * 

(b)  Diverted  by  the  operator  of  a  pool 
plant  or  a  cooperative  association  from  a 
pool  plant  to  a  nonpool  plant  that  Is  not 
a  producer  handler  plant,  subject  to  the 
following  conditions: 

(1)  Such  milk  shall  be  accounted  for 
as  received  by  the  diverting  handler  at 
the  location  of  the  nonpool  plant  to 
which  diverted; 

(2)  Not  less  than  two  days’  production 
of  the  producer  whose  milk  is  diverted  is 
physicaUy  received  at  a  pool  plant  dur¬ 
ing  the  month; 

(3)  To  the  extent  that  it  would  re¬ 
sult  in  nonpool  status  for  the  pool  plant 
from  which  diverted,  milk  diverted  for 
the  account  of  a  cooperative  association 
from  the  pool  plant  of  another  handler 
shall  not  be  producer  milk;  and 

(4)  The  cooperative  association  shall 
designate  the  dairy  farmer  deliveries 
that  are  not  producer  milk  pursuant  to 
paragraph  (b)(3)  of  this  section.  If  the 
cooperative  association  falls  to  make 
such  designation,  no  milk  diverted  by  it 
to  a  nonpool  plant(s)  shall  be  producer 
milk. 

3.  In  S  1098.71,  paragraph  (a)  is  re¬ 
vised  as  follows: 


Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  May  20, 
1975. 


John  C.  Blum, 
Associate  Administrator. 


[FR  Doc .75-13630  FUed  5-22-75; 8: 45  am] 


[  7  CFR  Part  29  ] 

TOBACCO  INSPECTION 
Reporting  Requirements 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  De¬ 
partment  is  considering  further  amend¬ 
ing  its  regulations  (published  at  39  FR 
17753,  39  FR  30475  and  39  PR  32975)  re¬ 
lating  to  tobacco  Inspection  and  price 
support  services  with  regard  to  flue- 
cured  tobacco  by  amending  Subpart 
G — ^Policy  Statement  and  Regulations 
Governing  Availability  of  Tobacco  In¬ 
spection  and  Price  Support  Services  to 
Flue-Chned  Tobacco  on  Designated  Mar¬ 
kets  (7  CTR  Part  29). 

The  aforesaid  policy  statement  and 
regulations  are  statements  of  agency 
policy  and  rules  and  regulations  Issued 
pursuant  to  the  authority  of  the  To¬ 
bacco  Inspection  Act  (49  Stat.  731, 
7  UB.C.  511  et  seq.) ;  the  Agricultural 
Act  of  1949,  as  ammided  (63  Stat.  1051, 
7  U.S.C.  1421,  et  seq.) ;  and  the  Commod- 
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ity  Credit  Corporation  Charter  Act  (62 
Stat.  1070,  as  amended  (15  n.S.C.  714  et 
seg.) ) . 

Statement  of  consideration.  Pursuant 
to  the  Depeu*tment’s  regxilations  (see  7 
CFR  Part  725)  warehouses  selling  flue- 
cured  tobacco  are  already  required  to 
make  certain  reports  to  the  Agricultural 
Stabilization  and  Conservation  Service 
with  regard  to  the  flue-cured  tobacco 
purchased  or  sold  at  these  warehouses. 
However,  experience  in  the  prior  year’s 
tobacco  marketing  program  indicates  a 
need  for  additional  identification  of  the 
tobacco  and  information  relating  to  the 
sale  of  tobacco  at  auction  on  designated 
markets. 

Section  29.9401  of  the  regulations  is, 
therefore,  amended  to  define  “resale 
tobacco”  as  any  tobacco  offered  for  sale 
or  sold  by  someone  other  than  its  pro¬ 
ducer:  “nonauction -purchased  tobacco” 
is  that  tobacco  purchased  at  other  than 
a  bona  fide  auction  sale,  as  defined  in  7 
CFR  29.1(d)  on  a  designated  market,  as 
defined  in  7  CFR  29.1(e) ;  and  “nonauc¬ 
tion-purchased  resale  tobacco”  is  defined 
as  that  tobacco  offered  for  sale,  or  sold 
at  aucticHi  by  a  person  who  purchased 
it  at  other  than  a  bona  fide  auction  sale, 
as  defined  in  7  CFR  29.1(d),  on  a  desig¬ 
nated  market,  as  defined  in  7  CFR  29.1 

(e). 

The  regulations  are  further  amended, 
by  adding  a  new  section,  7  CFR  29.9407, 
which  will  require  warehouses  to  provide 
the  Secretary  information,  as  requested, 
on  forms  provided  these  warehouses  by 
the  Secretary.  Moreover,  warehouses  will 
be  required  to  keep  records  to  support  the 
information,  which  they  provide  the  In¬ 
spection  Service,  as  stated  on  these 
forms.  Failure  to  provide  said  informa¬ 
tion  or  keep  said  records  will  result  in 
suspension  of  inspection  service  until 
the  warehouse  comes  into  compliance. 

1.  Section  29.9401  is  amended  by  add¬ 
ing  paragraphs  (c),  (d),  and  (e)  as 
follows: 

§  29.9401  Definitions. 

As  used  in  this  Subpart,  the  following 
terms  shall  have  the  following  mean¬ 
ings: 

«  •  •  *  • 

(c)  “Resale  tobacco”  means  any  to¬ 
bacco  offered  for  sale,  or  sold,  by  some¬ 
one  other  than  its  producer. 

(d)  “Nonauction -ptirchased  tobacco” 
means  tobacco  purchased  at  other  than 
a  bona  fide  auction  sale,  as  defined  in 
7  CFR  29.1(d),  on  a  designated  market, 
as  defined  in  7  CFR  29.1  (e) . 

(e)  “Nonauction-purchased  resale  to¬ 
bacco”  means  tobacco  being  offered  for 
sale,  or  sold,  at  auction  by  a  person  who 
purchased  it  at  other  than  a  bona  fide 
auction  sale,  as  defined  in  7  CFR  29.1  (d) , 
on  a  designated  market,  as  defined  in  7 
CFR  29.1(e). 

2.  Subpart  G  is  amended  by  adding  a 
new  §  29.9407,  as  follows: 

§  29.9407  Records  and  reports. 

(a)  Each  warehouse,  on  a  designated 
market,  shall  provide  the  Secretary  with 
any  information  that  is  requested  on 


forms  provided  said  warehouse  by  the 
Secretary, 

(b)  Each  warehouse  shall  keep  and 
make  available  to  the  Secretary  such 
records  as  are  necessary  for  the  Secre¬ 
tary  to  verify  the  information  required 
by  paragraph  (a)  of  this  section. 

(c)  Failure  to  comply  with  the  require¬ 
ments  of  this  section  ^all  result  in  sus¬ 
pension  of  tobacco  inspection  service  at 
the  warehouse  until  such  time  as  the 
warehouse  comes  into  compliance. 

No  significant  change  in  the  current 
record  keeping  procedure  by  warehouses 
will  be  necessary.  These  amendments  are 
necessary  to  continue  orderly  marketing 
conditions  in  the  flue-cured  marketing 
area  imder  the 'grower  designation  plan 
which  was  made  effective  in  the  1974 
marketing  season. 

All  persons  who  desire  to  submit  writ¬ 
ten  data,  views,  or  ccmiments  for  con¬ 
sideration  in  connection  with  these  pro¬ 
posals  may  file  the  same  in  four  copies 
with  the  Hearing  Clerk,  U.S.  Department 
of  Agriculture,  Room  112  Administra¬ 
tion  Building,  Washington,  D.C.  20250, 
not  later  than  June  6, 1975. 

All  written  submissions  made  pursuant 
to  this  notice  will  be  made  available  for 
public  inspection  at  the  Office  of  the 
Hearing  Clerk  during  regular  business 
hours  (7  CFR  127(b) ) . 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C,  the  19th 
day  of  May  1975. 

Richard  L.  Feltner, 
Assistant  Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.75-13631  Piled  6-22-76:8:45  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 
Maritim^'Administration 
[  46  CFR  Part  298  ] 

FEDERAL  SHIP  MORTGAGE  AND  LOAN 
INSURANCE 

Application  Fees 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  Part  298 
of  Title  46  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Reg¬ 
ulations  governing  the  Federal  Ship  Fi¬ 
nancing  Program  under  Title  XI  of  the 
Merchant  Marine  Act,  1936,  as  amended, 
is  proposed  to  be  amended.  One  pro¬ 
posed  amendment  to  Part  298  would  in¬ 
crease  the  filing  fee  from  $100  to  $1,000, 
and  would  condition  any  commitment  to 
guarantee  obligations  to  finance  vessel 
construction,  reconstruction  or  recondi¬ 
tioning  uiJon  the  receipt  by  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  Commerce  of  the  investigation 
fee,  which  would  be  due  at  the  time  the 
letter  commitment  to  guarantee  is  is¬ 
sued.  Other  proposed  amendments  to 
Part  298  would  require  (1)  the  payment 
of  a  fee  of  $3,000  (in  addition  to  the 
original  investigation  fee)  to  process  any 
change,  which  in  the  opinion  of  the  Sec¬ 
retary  is  substantial,  after  a  commit¬ 
ment  to  guarantee  has  been  issued  but 
does  not  require  substantial  changes  in 
documentation,  and  (2)  the  payment 
of  an  additional  fee  in  the  amount  of 
50  percent  of  the  original  investigation 
fee,  but  not  to  exceed  $50,000,  where  sub¬ 


stantial  changes  in  documentation  are 
required. 

Interested  persons  who  desire  to  sub¬ 
mit  written  data,  views,  or  arguments  in 
connection  with  the  proposed  amend¬ 
ments  to  the  regulations  should  file  the 
same,  in  triplicate,  with  the  Secretary, 
Maritime  Administration,  Washington, 
D.C.  20230,  on  or  before  June  23,  1975. 

Part  298  of  46  CFR  is  proposed  to  be 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

(1)  Paragraph  (d)  and  (f)  of  §  298.3 
are  revised  to  read  as  follows,  and  (2) 
Paragraph  (g)  of  f  298.3  is  deleted. 

§  298.3  ApiJications. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(d)  Investigation  fee.  Each  applica¬ 
tion  must  be  accompanied  by  payment 
pursuant  to  section  1104(e)  of  the  act  in 
the  amount  of  $1,000,  which  payment 
shall  be  retained  by  the  Secretary  Irre¬ 
spective  of  the  final  disposition  of  the 
application.  At  the  time  the  letter  Com¬ 
mitment  to  Guarantee  Obligations  is  is¬ 
sued,  the  applicant  shall  pay  to  the  Sec¬ 
retary  such  additional  amount  or 
amoimts  as  the  Secretary  may  deem  rea¬ 
sonable  for  the  Investigation  of  the  ap¬ 
plication,  for  the  appraisal  of  properties 
offered  as  security,  for  the  issuance  of 
commitments,  and  for  the  inspection  of 
such  properties  during  construction,  re¬ 
construction  or  reconditioning:  Pro¬ 
vided,  That  such  charges  shall  not  aggre¬ 
gate  more  than  one  half  of  one  per  cen¬ 
tum  of  the  maximum  principal  amount  of 
the  guarantee.  No  commitment  to  guar¬ 
antee  obligations  shall  be  considered  to 
have  been  issued  without  the  receipt  by 
the  Secretary  of  the  amounts  due  under 
this  section. 

(f)  Amendment  of  application.  (1)  An 
amendment  to  an  application  for  the 
guarantee  of  obligations  under  Title  XI 
of  the  act  may  be  made  to  the  Secretary, 
Maritime  Administration. 

(2)  An  amendment  which  represents, 
in  the  opinion  of  the  Secretary,  a  sub¬ 
stantial  change  to  an  application  which 
has  received  a  Commitment  to  Guaran¬ 
tee  Obligations  shall  be  subject  to  a 
charge  in  the  amount  of  $3,000,  which 
will  be  applied  to  cover  the  cost  of  proc¬ 
essing  the  amendment  to  the  application. 

(3)  An  amendment  which  involves,  in 
the  opinion  of  the  Secretary,  substantial 
changes  in  the  documentation  of  a  trans¬ 
action  subsequent  to  the  review  of  such 
documentation  by  the  Maritime  Admin¬ 
istration  shall  be  subject  to  a  charge 
equal  to  one  half  of  the  investigation  fee 
charged  pursuant  to  §  298.3(d),  but  not 
to  exceed  $50,000. 

(g)  [Removed] 

(Secs.  204(b),  1109,  Merchant  Mairine  Act, 
1936,  as  amended  (46  U8C  1114),  Reorgani¬ 
zation  Plans  No.  21  of  1950  (  64  Stat.  1273) 
and  No.  7  1961  (75  Stat.  842)  as  amended 

by  P.L.  91-469  (84  Stat.  1036),  and  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Commerce  Organization  Order  10-8 
(38  PR  19707,  July  23,  1973) ) 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistant  Pro¬ 
gram  No.  11,502  Federal  Ship  Financing 
Guarantees  (Title  XI  MMA-1936) ) 
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Dated:  May  20. 1975. 

By  order  of  the  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Maritime  Affairs. 

James  S.  Dawsow.  Jr.. 

Secretary, 

[FR  Doc.76-13e34  FUed  5-22-78:8:46  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH. 
EDUCATION.  AND  WELFARE 
Food  and  Daig  Administration 
[  21  CFR  Part  331  ] 

ANTACID  PRODUCTS  FOR  OVER-THE- 
COUNTER  (OTC)  HUMAN  USE 

Testing  Procedures  for  Antacid  Products 
Generally  Recognized  as  Safe  and  Effec¬ 
tive  and  Not  Misbranded 

In  the  Federal  Register  of  June  4,  • 
1974  (39  FR  19862),  the  CcHiunlssloner 
of  Pood  and  Drugs  promulgated  a  final 
regulation  for  antacid  products  generally 
recognised  as  safe  and  effective  and  not 
misbranded  (21  CJPR  Part  331). 

The  Commissioner  determined  that 
an  over-the-counter  (OTC)  antacid 
IHXKluct  in  a  form  suitable  for  oral  ad¬ 
ministration  Is  generally  recognized  as 
safe  and  effective  and  Is  not  misbranded 
If  It  meets  each  of  the  conditions  Identi¬ 
fied  In  Part  331  and  each  of  the  general 
conditions  established  In  §  330.1  (21  CFR 
330.1). 

In  the  Federal  Register  of  May  11, 
1972  (37  FR  9464),  the  Commissioner 
at  Poods  and  Drugs  promulgated  pro¬ 
cedures  governing  the  review  and 
classlflcatlon  of  OTC  drug  products, 
under  {330.10  (21  CTR  330.10).  The 
Commissioner  may  propose  on  his  own 
Initiative  to  amend  or  repeal  any 
monograph,  or  any  interested  person 
may  petition  the  Commissioner  for  such 
proposal,  pursuant  to  {  330.10(a)  (12).  A 
number  of  drug  manufacturers  have 
petitioned  that  the  antacid  In  vitro  test¬ 
ing  procedures  identified  in  Subpart  C 
of  Part  331  be  amended. 

One  drug  manufacturer  has  com¬ 
mented  that  the  requirement  that  dis¬ 
tilled  water  Identified  In  {  33120(p)  be 
used  in  the  antacid  in  vitro  testing  pro¬ 
cedure  Is  unnecessarily  restrictive.  Many 
laboratories  use  deionized  water  for 
analytical  purposes.  The  manufacturer 
stated  that  it  would  be  more  realistic  to 
specify  the  use  of  United  States  Pharma¬ 
copeia  (U.8P.)  Purified  Water  since  It 
may  be  prepared  by  either  distillation  or 
Ion  exchange.  The  manufacturer  further 
indicated  that  U.S.P.  Purified  Water  has 
recognized,  defined  properties  that 
should  assist  In  obtaining  uniform  re¬ 
sults  and  would  avoid  problems  that 
could  arise  if  distilled  water  were  used. 

It  Is  the  Commissioner’s  Intent  to  re¬ 
quire  the  simplest  test  that  will  yield 
uniform  results  and  not  to  place  un¬ 
necessary  restrictions  on  testing  proce¬ 
dures  unless  there  Is  a  reasonable  basis 
for  such  limitations.  The  Commissioner 
concurs  that  use  of  UBP.  Purified 
Water  rather  than  distilled  water  Is  a 
more  approtniate  requirement,  and 
therefore  proposes  to  amend  {  331.20(p) 


to  provide  for  use  of  UBP.  Purified 
Water. 

CXher  drug  manufacturers  have  petl- 
tfamed  that  the  temperature  require¬ 
ments  In  the  antacid  in  vitro  test  of 
25*  C±3°  be  revised  to  37*  C±3*. 
The  designation  of  37*  C  has  been  pro¬ 
posed  because  that  Is  the  temperature 
of  the  human  body  and  Is  also  used  in 
numerous  U.S.P.  tests.  Including  dis¬ 
integration  and  ^ssolution  rates  and  the 
acid  consuming  capacity  for  a  number 
of  the  antacids  listed  In  the  U.S.P.  The 
petitioners  have  submitted  data  for  the 
Ingredient  aluminum  hydroxide  gel 
showing  that  the  higher  temperature 
produces  higher  acid  neutralizing  capaci¬ 
ties.  However,  the  data  show  that  the 
difference  in  the  acid  neutralizing 
capacity  of  the  final  product  when  tested 
at  25*  C  and  37*  C  Is  not  significant. 

All  the  data  submitted  relate  to  prod¬ 
ucts  containing  aluminum  hydroxide 
gel,  which  has  been  used  for  years  as  an 
antacid.  The  OTC  Antacid  Panel  had 
recognized  aluminum  hydroxide  gel  as  a 
slow  reacting  antacid.  Data  have  now 
been  submitted  to  show  that  the  percent 
of  aluminum  hydroxide  gel  neutralized 
when  tested  at  25*  C  and  37*  C  Is  suf¬ 
ficiently  ^different  that  a  final  product 
which  clearly  passes  the  acid  neutraliz¬ 
ing  test  does  not  contain  a  sufficient 
amount  of  aluminum  hydroxide  g^  at 
25*  C  to  meet  the  requirement  that  each 
active  Ingredient' must  contribute  at  least 
25  percent  of  the  acid  neutralizing  ca¬ 
pacity.  At  37*  C  this  requirement  of  con¬ 
tribution  is  met. 

One  manufacturer  of  aluminum  hy¬ 
droxide  gel  stated  that  the  pharmaceu¬ 
tical  Industry  Is  attempting  to  respond 
to  the  monograph  requirement  by  In¬ 
creasing  the  dosage  levels  of  the  active 
aluminum  Ingredient  and/or  to  Increase 
the  ratio  by  weight  of  the  nonaluminum 
alkali  moiety  to  the  aluminum  hydroxide 
In  a  given  fOTmula.  The  manufacturer 
suggested  that  this  could  possibly  lead 
to  the  inclusion  of  unnecessary  amounts 
of  certain  ions  such  as  sodium,  magne¬ 
sium  and/or  calcium  compounds  In  an 
effort  to  “bolster”  the  Initial  reaction 
velocity  of  a  given  antacid  combination 
in  order  to  overcome  the  inhibition  of 
the  neutralizing  reaction  caused  by  the 
lower  temperature  restriction.  The  man¬ 
ufacturer  further  stated  that  considera¬ 
tion  should  be  given  to  such  formulation 
changes  because  some  consumers  of 
antacid  products  are  restricted  In  terms 
of  their  Intake  of  such  ions  as  calcium, 
sodium,  magnesium  and  bicarbonates. 

The  Commissioner  recognizes  that 
there  may  be  a  b^efit  from  using  an 
effective  amount  of  a  slow  reacting 
aluminum  hydroxide  gel  In  an  antacid, 
and  does  not  believe  that  the  proposed 
test  should  contain  a  technical  restric¬ 
tion  which  Inadvertently  precludes  such 
use.  The  Commissioner,  In  paragraph  32 
of  the  preamble  to  the  final  order  estab¬ 
lishing  an  OTC  antacid  monograph,  pub¬ 
lished  In  the  Federal  Register  of  J\me 
4, 1974  (39  FR  19866) ,  stated: 

TtM  Oommtesloner  agivee  that  this  |tein- 
perature]  Is  a  variable  that  can  be  eliminated 


aad  yH  not  oompUcate  the  test.  However, 
(tming  testing,  the  Food  and  Drug  Admiuls- 
tratlon  has  shown  that  th«e  is  no  dlffn-ence 
between  25*  C  and  37*  C.  It  is  more  appropri¬ 
ate  to  use  room  temperatures  since  it  requires 
less  equipment.  The  Oommissioner  has, 
therefore,  concluded  thcvt  the  temx>erature 
will  be  designated  at  25*  C±8*  In  the  final 

On  further  consideration,  the  Commis¬ 
sioner  believes  that  designating  25*  C  as 
the  sole  test  temperature  would  result  in 
reformulations  and  product  changes 
which  would  not  benefit  the  consumer 
or  result  In  safer  or  more  effective  prod¬ 
ucts.  Testing  by  the  Food  and  Drug  Ad¬ 
ministration  and  that  provided  by  the 
Industry  have  shown  that  the  difference 
between  25*  C  and  37*  C  of  the  final 
products  Is  not  significant. 

The  Commissioner  has  evaluated  the 
new  data  submitted  and  proposes  to 
amend  the  monograph  to  provide  for  the 
use  of  25  or  37*  C  ±3*,  as  the  test  tem¬ 
perature.  Data  have  been  provided  and 
reasons  shown  why  It  Is  reasonable  to 
amend  the  monograph  to  provide  for 
testing  at  37*  C  as  well  as  25*  C. 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  provisions  of 
the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic 
Act  (secs.  201,  502,  505,  701,  52  Stat. 
1040-1042  as  amended,  1050-1053  as 
amended,  1055-1056  as  amended  by  70 
Stat.  919  and  72  Stat.  948;  (21  U.S.C. 
321,  352,  355,  371)  and  under  authority 
delegated  to  him  (21  C7PR  2.120),  the 
Commissioner  proposes  to  amend  21  CFR 
Part  331  by  revising  {S331.20(p)  and 
331.23  to  read  as  follows: 

§  331.20  Apfmrmtat  and  reagents. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(p)  Purified  Water  U.SP. 

§  331.23  Temperature  standardization. 

All  tests  shall  be  conducted  at  25*  C 
±3*.  or  37*  C  ±3*. 

Interested  persons  may,  on  or  before 
Jime  23. 1975,  file  with  the  Hearing  Clerk 
Food  and  Drug  Administration,  Rm. 
4-65,  5600  Fishers  Lane,  Rockville,  MD 
20852,  written  comments  (preferably  In 
quintupllcate)  regarding  this  proposal. 
Received  comments  may  be  seen  In  the 
above  office  during  working  hours,  Mon¬ 
day  through  Friday. 

Dated:  May  19,  1975. 

Sam  D.  Fine, 
Associate  Commissioner, 
for  Compliance. 

(FR  Doc.75-13577  FUed  5-22-75:8:45  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF 
TRANSPORTATION 

<  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
[14  CFR  Part  75] 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  75-80-37] 

JET  ROUTES 

Proposed  Attaration  and  Designation 
Correction 

In  VR  Doc.  75-11891  appearing  on  page 
19834  ot  the  ISBue  for  Wednesday,  May  7, 
1975,  tlM  aecond  line  of  numbered  para¬ 
graph  4,  pertaining  to  J-145,  reading  “Jet 
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Route  No.  91  Fr<xn  Atlanta,  Ga.,  via", 
should  read  “Jet  Route  No.  145  Prom 
Toccoa,  Ga.,  via”. 


[14CFRPart39] 

[Docket  No.  76-NW-16-AD1 
AIRWORTHINESS  DIRECTIVES 
Boeing  Model  727  Series  Airplanes 

The  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
is  considering  amending  Part  39  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  by  adding 
an  airworthiness  directive  applicable  to 
Boeing  Model  727  series  aiiplanes.  There 
have  been  corrosion  and  cracks  in  the 
lower  fuselage  body  skin  at  the  BBL  0 
doubler  locations  between  Body  Stations 
360  and  740  on  Boeing  Model  727  series 
airplanes.  Corrosion  and  subsequent 
cracking  is  caused  by  deterioration  of  the 
bonding  material  between  the  doubler 
n.nri  body  skin.  One  crack  was  detected 
following  reports  of  inability  to  maintain 
pressurization  inflight.  If  corrosion  and 
cracking  are  allowed  to  progress,  decom¬ 
pression  could  occur. 

Since  this  condition  is  likely  to  exist  or 
develop  in  other  airplanes  of  the  same 
type  design,  the  proposed  airworthiness 
directive  would  require  inspections  and 
repair,  as  necessary,  of  the  BBL  0  area 
for  corrosion  and  cracks. 

The  Boeing  Commercial  Airplane  Com¬ 
pany  had  previously  issued  Service  Bul¬ 
letin  727-53-73,  “Lower  Body  Skin 
Doubler  Corrosion  Inspection  and  Modi¬ 
fication — ^BBL  0.”  This  service  bulletin 
described  external/ internal  visual  and 
idtrasonic  inspections  and  preventive 
modification  procedures  consisting  of 
sealing  the  doubler  area.  Recently,  serv¬ 
ice  experience  has  shown  the  ultrasonic 
inspection  and  sealing  to  be  ineffective  in 
detecting  and  preventing  deterioration  at 
BBL  0.  Therefore,  'Boeing  has  issued 
Service  Bulletin  727-53-128  describing 
both  the  external/ internal  visual  inspec¬ 
tion  and  a  new  low-frequency  eddy  cur¬ 
rent  inspection  and  updated  repair  in¬ 
formation.  As  an  option  to  the  local-area 
tsrpe  repair,  this  new  service  bulletin  also 
describes  the  installation  of  an  external 
doubler  which  would  constitute  termi¬ 
nating  action  under  the  proposed  AD. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  par¬ 
ticipate  in  the  making  of  the  proposed 
rule  by  submitting  such  written  data, 
views,  or  arguments  as  they  may  desire. 
Commimications  should  identify  the 
docket  number  and  be  submitted  in 
duplicate  to  the  Department  of  Trans¬ 
portation,  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion,  Northwest  Region,  Attention:  The 
Regional  Counsel,  Airworthiness  Rules 
Docket,  9010  East  Marginal  Way  South, 
Seattle,  Washingtcm  98108.  All  communi¬ 
cations  received  on  or  before  July  11, 
1975.  will  be  considered  by  the  Admin¬ 
istrator  before  taking  action  upon  the 
proposed  rule.  The  proposals  contained 
in  this  notice  may  be  changed  in  the 
light  of  comments  received.  All  comments 
will  be  avallid>le,  both  before  and  after 
the  closing  date  for  commoits,  in  the 


rules  docket  for  examination  by  inter¬ 
ested  persons. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  it  is 
proposed  to  amend  S  39.13  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  by  adding  the  fol¬ 
lowing  new  airworthiness  directive: 

Boeing  :  Applies  to  Boeing  Model  727  series 
airplanes,  listed  in  Boeing  Service  Bulletin 
727-53-128,  or  later  PAA  approved  revisions, 
certificated  in  all  categories.  Compliance  re¬ 
quired  as  indicated. 

To  detect  corrosion  and,  or  cracking  in  the 
lower  body  skin  at  the  BBL  O  doubler  loca¬ 
tions  between  Body  Stations  360  and  740,  ac¬ 
complish  the  following: 

A.  Inspect  the  lower  body  skin  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  either  Paragraph  B  within  the  next 
three  (3)  months  from  the  effective  date  of 
this  AD.  unless  accomplished  within  the  last 
three  (3)  months,  or  in  accordance  with 
Paragraph  C  within  the  next  year  from  the 
effective  date  of  this  AD,  unless  accomplished 
within  the  last  year. 

1.  If  corrosion  and/or  cracking  is  found,  re¬ 
pair  in  accordance  with  Figure  3  of  Boeing 
Service  Bulletin  727-53-128,  or  later  PAA 
approved  revisions,  or  in  a  manner  approved 
by  the  Chief,  Engineering  and  Manufacturing 
Branch,  PAA  Northwest  Region.  Repairs  made 
per  Boeing  Service  Bulletin  727-63-73,  or  later 
PAA  approved  revisions,  prior  to  issuance  of 
Boeing  Service  Bulletin  727-53-128,  are  an 
acceptable  means  of  compliance  with  this 
AD. 

2.  If  corrosion  and/or  cracking  is  not 
found,  repeat  the  inspections  at  intervals 
not  to  exceed  two  ^2)  years  if  the  external/ 
internal  visual  inspection  of  Paragraph  C  is 
used,  or  at  intervals  not  to  exceed  six  (6) 
months  if  the  low-frequency  eddy  current 
inspection  of  Paragraph  B  is  used. 

B.  Inspect  using  the  low-frequency  eddy 
current  methods  described  in  Figure  2  of 
Boeing  Service  Bulletin  727-53-128,  or  later 
PAA  approved  revisions,  or  in  a  manner  ap¬ 
proved  by  the  Chief,  Engineering  and  Manu¬ 
facturing  Branch,  PAA  Northwest  Region. 

C.  Visually  inspect,  externally  and  intern¬ 
ally,  in  accordance  with  Figure  1  of  Boeing 
Service  Bulletin  727-53-128,  or  later  PAA  ap¬ 
proved  revisions,  or  in  a  manner  approved  by 
the  Chief,  Engineering  and  Manufacturing 
Branch,  PAA  Northwest  Region.  Visual  in¬ 
spections  made  per  Paragraphs  n.A  and  Il.B 
of  Boeing  Service  Bulletin  727-63-73,  or  later 
PAA  approved  revisions,  prior  to  issuance  of 
Boeing  Service  Bulletin  727-53-128,  are  an 
acceptable  means  of  compliance  with  this 
AD. 

D.  Areas  repaired  in  accordance  with  Para¬ 
graph  A.l  need  not  comply  with  the  repeti¬ 
tive  inspection  requirements  of  this  AD. 
Areas  in  which  corrosion/cracking  is  not 
found  must  be  relnspected  per  Paragraph 
A.2  until  terminating  action  per  Paragraph 
E  is  accomplished. 

E.  Installation  of  either  the  complete  re¬ 
pair  doubler  or  skin  panel  replacement  in 
accordance  with  Boeing  Service  Bulletin 
727-53-128,  or  Idter  PAA  approved  revisions, 
(M*  in  a  manner  approved  by  the  Chief,  Engi¬ 
neering  and  Manufactiulng  Branch,  PAA 
Northwest  Region,  constitutes  terminating 
action  for  this  AD. 

(Secs.  313(a),  601,  603,  Federal  Aviation  Act 
of  1958  (49  n.S.C.  1354(a),  1421,  1423);  sec. 
6(c)  of  the  Department  of  Transportation 
Act  (49  U.S.C.  1656(c) ) ) 

Issued  In  Seattle,  Washington,  May 
16, 1975. 

C.  B.  Walk,  Jr., 
Director,  Northwest  Region. 

|FR  Doc.76-13523  Filed  6-22-75;8:46  am] 


[  14  CFR  Parts  23, 25, 27,  29,  and  91  ] 
[Docket  No.  14623;  NoUce  No.  75-22] 
AIRCRAFT  FUELING 
Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemaking 

The  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
is  considering  amending  Parts  23,  25,  27, 
29,  and  91  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regu¬ 
lations  to  require  a  color-coding  system 
for  aircraft  fuel  filler  openings,  and  to 
prohibit  any  person  from  operating  an 
aircraft  unless  he  has  determined  that 
the  aircraft  has  been  fuel  through  a  fuel 
nozzle  that  is  color-coded  in  accordance 
with  the  coding  system  used  on  the  ex¬ 
terior  surface  of  the  aircraft  around  each 
fuel  filler  opening  and  that  matches  the 
color  around  the  opening;  or  it  has  been 
determined  in  some  other  manner  that 
the  aircraft  has  been  fueled  with  the 
proper  type  of  fuel. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  par¬ 
ticipate  in  the  making  of  the  proposed 
rule  by  submitting  such  written  data, 
views,  or  arguments  as  they  may  desire. 
Communications  should  identify  the 
regulatory  docket  or  notice  number  and 
be  submitted  in  duplicate  to:  Federal 
Aviation  Administration,  Office  of  the 
Chief  Counsel,  Attention:  Rules  Docket, 
AQC-24,  800  Independence  Avenue,  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20591.  All  communi¬ 
cations  received  on  or  before  August  21, 
1975,  will  be  considered  by  the  Adminis¬ 
trator  before  taking  action  on  the  pro¬ 
posed  rules.  The  proposals  contained  in 
this  notice  may  be  changed  in  the  light 
of  comments  received.  All  comments  sub¬ 
mitted  will  be  available,  both  before  and 
after  the  closing  date  for  comments,  in 
the  Rules  Docket  for  examination  by 
interested  persons. 

There  have  been  a  number  of  instances 
in  which  aircraft  have  been  fueled  with 
the  wrong  kind  of  fuel.  For  example,  air¬ 
craft  which  should  have  been  fueled  with 
aviation  gas  have  been  fueled  with  jet 
fuel.  The  use  of  jet  fuel  in  the  fuel  tank 
of  an  airplane  that  requires  aviation 
gasoline  can  result  in,  among  other  con¬ 
ditions,  high  operating  temperatures, 
severe  detonation,  and  extensive  and 
sustained  power  loss. 

The  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  cur¬ 
rently  contain  provisions  relating  to  air¬ 
craft  fueling.  Part  121  includes  the  re¬ 
quirement  that  each  air  carrier  and  com¬ 
mercial  operator  must  show  that  it  has 
competent  personnel  and  adequate  facili¬ 
ties  and  equipment  for  proper  servicing 
and  maintenance.  Similar  requirements 
are  included  in  the  rules  affecting  air 
carriers  operating  helicopters  under  Part 
127.  Part  135  contains  a  requirement  that 
air  taxi  operators  prepare  and  use  a 
manual  which  includes  procedures  for 
refueling  aircraft  and  eliminating  fuel 
contamination.  Parts  23,  25,  27,  and  29 
all  require  that  fuel  tank  filler  openings 
be  marked  with  the  minimum  useable 
fuel  grade.  However,  there  are  no  specific 
fueling  requirements  that  apply  to  other 
aircraft  operators,  nor  are  there  any 
other  requirements  regarding  markings 
aroimd  the  fuel  tank  filler  opening  and 
the  fuel  dispensing  nozzle  to  alert  a  per¬ 
son  performing  the  fueling  of  the  aircraft 
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that  the  fuel  being  used  Is  not  appropri¬ 
ate  for  the  aircraft. 

The  National  Transportation  Safety 
Board  (NTSB)  has  recommended  to  the 
FAA  that  in  addition  to  the  current  regu¬ 
lations,  Parts  23,  26,  27,  and  29  should 
be  amended  to  require  an  appropriately 
colored  circle  around  each  aircraft  fuel 
filler  opening  in  addition  to  the  presently 
required  minimiun  fuel  grade  markings 
on  each  aircraft,  and  that  the  colored 
circle  correspond  to  the  fuel  color  and  be 
placed  on  a  slightly  larger  white  circle  to 
assure  ease  of  differentiation  between  the 
color  of  the  aircraft  and  the  color  of  the 
fuel  circle.  In  addition,  the  Board  rec- 
onunended  that  Advisory  Circular  20- 
43A  be  revised  to  include  the  suggestion 
that  refueling  nozzles  on  fuel  servicing 
units  be  marked  with  the  prescribed  color 
code.  The  latter  recommendation  was 
adopted  in  Advisory  Circular  20-43B 
dated  June  8,  1971. 

Advisory  Circular  20-43B  points  out 
the  Importance  of  conspicuous  marking 
of  tank  vehicles  to  show  the  type  of  fuel 
carried,  making  specific  suggestions  as  to 
the  color,  size,  and  location  of  vehicle 
and  hose  line  markings.  The  circular 
makes  the  fiu’ther  suggestion  that  the 
fueling  nozzles  be  conspicuously  marked 
with  the  appropriate  color  code,  noting 
that  this  is  especially  Important  in  that 
the  person  doing  the  refueling  will  have 
the  color  coded  nozzle  in  his  hands  dur¬ 
ing  the  process  as  an  additional  reminder 
of  the  tsrpe  of  fuel  being  dispensed. 

In  the  light  of  Information  obtained 
diuring  the  investigation  of  accidents  in¬ 
volving  the  improper  fueling  of  aircraft 
and  the  continuing  occurrence  of  in¬ 
stances  of  Improper  fueling,  the  FAA 
believes  that  additional  regulatory  safe¬ 
guards  should  be  adopted  to  preclude 
improper  fueling.  The  FAA  believes  that 
the  recommendation  of  the  NTSB  has 
merit.  Accordingly,  it  is  proposed  to 
amend  those  sections  of  Parts  23,  25,  27, 
and  29  dealing  with  miscellaneous  mark¬ 
ings  and  placards  to  add  a  new  provision 
to  each  requiring  that  the  exterior  sur¬ 
face  of  the  aircraft  around  all  fuel  filler 
openings  be  color-coded  to  identify  the 
type  of  fuel  required  for  the  engines.  For 
aircraft  powered  by  engines  that  use 
aviation  gasoline,  the  color-code  would 
have  to  be  a  solid  red  circle  that  is  12- 
inches  in  diameter,  bordered  with  a  2- 
inch  white  band.  For  aircraft  powered  by 
engines  that  use  jet  fuel,  the  color  code 
would  have  to  be  a  12-inch  solid  black 
square  bordered  with  a  2 -inch  white 
band. 

In  addition,  it  is  proposed  to  add  a 
new  §  91.30  to  Part  91  that  would  pro¬ 
hibit  the  operation  of  a  civil  aircraft  of 
U.S.  registry  unless  the  operator  deter¬ 
mines  that  the  aircraft  has  been  fueled 
through  a  fuel  nozzle  that  is  color-coded 
in  accordance  with  the  color-coding  sys¬ 
tem  used  on  the  exterior  siulace  of  the 
aircraft  aroimd  each  fuel  filler  opening 
and  that  matches  the  color  around  the 
opening;  or  that  it  has  been  determined 
ill  some  other  manner  that  the  aircraft 
has  been  fueled  wiUx  the  proper  type  of 
fuel. 


In  those  Instances  in  which  a  color- 
coded  fuel  nozzle  may  not  be  available 
for  the  fueling  of  an  aircraft,  it  is  antic¬ 
ipated  that  the  person  performing  the 
fueling  of  the  aircraft  will  be  able  to 
make  use  of  a  difference  in  color  between 
aviation  gasoline  and  jet  fuel  in  deter¬ 
mining  that  the  aircraft  has  been  prop¬ 
erly  fueled.  Moreover,  in  addition  to  the 
minimum  fuel  grade  or  designation  being 
already  marked  on  or  near  the  fuel  filler 
opening  on  most  aircraft,  fuel  servicing 
vehicles,  imits,  and  facilities  are  usually 
marked  with  ttie  fuel  grade  or  designa¬ 
tion. 

It  is  also  proposed  to  amend  §  91.31, 
Civil  aircraft  operating  limitations  and 
marking  requirements,  to  add  a  new 
paragraph  (e)  prohibiting  the  operation 
of  a  civil  aircraft  of  U.S.  registry  after 
(six  months  after  the  effective  date) 
imless  the  exterior  surface  of  the  air¬ 
craft,  around  each  fuel  filler  opening,  has 
been  color-coded  to  identify  the  fuel  re¬ 
quired  for  the  engines  in  the  same  man¬ 
ner  as  proposed  for  Parts  23,  25,  27,  and 
29.  This  is  necessary  to  assure  that  the 
fuel  filler  openings  on  existing  aircraft 
are  properly  color-coded.  The  FAA  be¬ 
lieves  that  six  months  will  provide  own¬ 
ers  ample  time  to  have  the  fuel  filler 
openings  on  their  aircraft  color-coded. 

These  amendments  are  proposed  under 
the  authority  of  sections  313(a) ,  601,  and 
603  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958 
(49  U.S.C.  1354(a) .  1421,  and  1423) ,  and 
section  6(c)  of  the  Department  of  Trans¬ 
portation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(C)). 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  it  is 
proposed  to  amend  Parts  23,  25,  27,  29, 
and  91  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regula¬ 
tions  as  follows: 

1.  By  designating  the  present  pro¬ 
visions  of  paragraph  (c)  as  paragraph 
(c)  (1)  (i)  and  (li)  and  by  adding  a  new 
paragraph  (c)  (2)  to  S  23.1557  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  23.1557  Misrellanoous  ninrking8  and 
placards. 

*  *  *  •  • 

(c)  Fuel  and  oil  filler  openings.  *  •  * 

(2)  The  exterior  surface  of  the  air¬ 
plane  around  all  fuel  filler  openings  must 
be  color -coded  to  identify  the  type  of 
fuel  required  for  the  engines  as  follows: 

(i)  For  airplanes  powered  by  engines 
that  use  aviation  gasoline,  the  color- 
code  must  be  a  solid  red  circle,  12  inches 
in  diameter,  and  bordered  with  a  2-lnch 
white  band. 

(ii)  For  airplanes  powered  by  engines 
that  use  jet  fuel,  the  color-code  must  be 
a  12-inch  solid  blsu:k  square  bordered 
with  a  2-lnch  white  band. 

2.  By  designating  the  present  pro¬ 
visions  of  paragraph  (b)  as  paragraph 
(b)(1)  (i)  and  (ii)  and  by  adding  a  new 
paragraph  (b)  (2)  to  §  25.1557  to  read  as 
follows : 

§  25.1557  Miscellaneous  markings  and 
plaeards. 

*  *  •  •  • 

(b)  Fuel  and  oil  filler  openings.  •  •  * 
,  (2)  The  exterior  surface  of  the  air¬ 


plane  aroimd  all  fuel  filler  openings  must 
be  color-coded  to  identify  the  type  of 
fuel  required  for  the  engines  as  follows: 

(1)  For  airplanes  powered  by  engines 
that  use  aviation  gasoline,  the  color- 
code  must  be  a  solid  red  circle.  12  inches 
in  diameter,  and  bordered  with  a  2-inch 
white  band. 

(ii)  For  airplanes  powered  by  engines 
that  use  jet  fuel,  the  color-code  must  be 
a  12 -inch  solid  black  square  bordered 
with  a  2-inch  white  band. 

3.  By  designating  the  present  pro¬ 
visions  of  paragraph  (c)  as  paragraph 
(c)  (1)  (i)  and  (ii)  and  by  adding  a  new 
paragraph  (c)  (2)  to  §  27.1557  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  27.1557  Miscellaneous  markings  and 
placards. 

*  *  •  •  • 

(c)  Fuel  and  oU  filler  openings.  •  •  • 

(2)  The  exterior  surface  of  the  rotor- 
craft  around  all  fuel  filler  (H>enlngs  must 
be  color-coded  to  Identify  the  type  of 
fuel  required  for  the  engines  as  follows: 

(1)  For  rotorcraft  powered  by  engines 
that  use  aviation  gasoline,  the  color- 
code  must  be  a  solid  red  circle,  12  Inches 
in  diameter,  and  bordered  with  a  2-lnch 
white  band. 

(ii)  For  rotorcraft  powered  by  engines 
that  use  jet  fuel,  the  color-code  must  be 
a  12-inch  solid  black  square  bordered 
with  a  2-inch  white  band. 

4.  By  designating  the  present  provi¬ 
sions  of  paragraph  (c)  as  paragraph 
(c)  (1)  (i)  and  (ii)  and  by  adding  a  new 
paragraph  (c)  (2)  to  §  29.1557  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  29.1557  Miscellaneous  markings  and 
placards. 

•  •  «  •  • 

(c)  Fuel  and  oil  filler  openings.  *  •  ♦ 

(2)  The  exterior  surface  of  the  rotor¬ 
craft  around  all  fuel  filler  openings  must 
be  color-coded  to  identify  the  type  of 
fuel  required  for  the  engines  as  follows: 

(i)  For  rotorcraft  powered  by  engines 
that  use  aviation  gasoline,  the  color- 
code  must  be  a  solid  red  circle,  12  Inches 
in  diameter,  and  bordered  with  a  2-inch 
white  band. 

(ii)  For  rotorcraft  powered  by  engines 
that  use  jet  fuel,  the  color-code  must  be 
a  12-inch  solid  black  square  bordered 
with  a  2 -inch  white  band. 

5.  By  adding  a  new  §  91.30  to  Part  91 
to  read  as  follows: 

§  91.30  Aircraft  fueling. 

No  person  may  operate  a  civil  air¬ 
craft  of  U.S.  registry  unless — 

(a)  The  aircraft  has  been  fueled 
through  a  fuel  nozzle  that  is  color- 
coded  in  accordance  with  the  coding  sys¬ 
tem  used  on  the  exterior  surface  of  the 
aircraft  aroimd  each  fuel  filler  opening 
and  that  matches  the  color  around  the 
opening;  or 

(b)  It  has  been  determined  in  some 
other  manner  that  the  aircraft  has  been 
fueled  with  the  proper  type  of  fuel. 

6.  By  amending  8  91.31  by  adding  a 
new  paragn^h  (e)  to  read  as  follows; 
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§  91.31  Civil  aircraft  operating  limita* 
tions  and  marking  requirementa. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(e)  After  (six  months  after  the  effec¬ 
tive  date) ,  iK>  person  may  operate  a  civil 
aircraft  of  n.S.  regljrt;ry  unless  the  ex¬ 
terior  surface  of  the  aircraft,  around 
each  fuel  filler  opening,  has  beki  color- 
coded  to  Id^rtify  the  type  of  fud  required 
for  the  engines  as  follows; 

(1)  Fw  aircraft  powered  by  engines 
that  use  jet  fuel,  a  12-inch  solid  black 
circle,  12  inches  in  diameter,  and  bor¬ 
dered  with  a  2-lnch  white  band. 

(2)  For  aircraft  powered  by  wigines 
that  use  jet  fuel,  a  12-inch  solid  black 
square  bordered  with  a  2 -inch  white 
band. 


Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  May  16, 
1975. 

R.  P.  Skully, 


Director. 


Flight  Standards  Service. 


[FR  Doc.75-13524  Plied  5-22-75; 8:45  am] 


[  14  CFR  Part  71  ] 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  75-'Wi;-51 

CONTROL  ZONE 


In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  the 
FAA  prc^ioses  the  following  airspace 
acUcm. 

In  S  71.171  (40  FR  354)  the  description 
of  the  CThlco.  California,  ocmtrc^  eone  is 
amended  in  part  as  follows:  Wherein  it 
states  "*  *  *  within  2  miles  each  side 
of  the  Chico  VOR  316*  radial,  •  •  •**  sub¬ 
stitute  “*  •  *  within  3  miles  each  side 

of  the  Chico  VOR  316*  radial . 

nils  amendment  is  proposed  under  the 
authority  of  section  307(a)  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Avlaticm  Act  of  1958,  as  amended 
(49  U.S.C.  1348(a) ),  and  of  section  6(c) 
of  the  Department  of  Transportation  Act 
(49  U.S.C.  1655(c)). 

Issued  in  Los  Angeles,  California,  on 
May  16,  1975. 

Lynn  L.  Hink, 

Acting  Director, 
V/estem  Region. 
[FR  Doc.75-13525  Piled  5-22-75;8:45  am) 

[14  CFR  Part  71] 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  75-GL-34] 
TRANSITION  AREA 
Proposed  Designation 
The  Federal  Aviation  Administration 


Aviation  Regulations  as  hereinafter  set 
forth: 

In  S  71.181  (40  PR  441) ,  the  following 
transition  area  is  added: 

Dwight,  Iixmois 

That  alrapiaoe  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  nurfeoe  within  a  five  mile 
radius  o(f  Dwight  Airport  (Latitude  41  *08'05" 
N.,  Longitude  88°26'30"  W.);  and  within 
<  three  miles  either  side  of  the  097*  bearing 
from  the  airport  extending  from  the  five 
mile  radius  area  to  8  miles  from  the  airport. 

This  amendment  is  proposed  under  the 
authority  of  section  307(a)  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  1958  (49  U.S.C.  1348), 
and  of  section  6(c)  of  the  Department  of 
Transportation  Act  [49  U.S.C,  1655(c)  1. 

Issued  in  Des  Plaines,  Illinois  on  May 
5,  1975, 

R.  O.  Ziegler, 
Acting  Director, 
Great  Lakes  Region. 

[FR  Doc.75-13526  FUed  5-22-76;8:45  am] 

[  14  CFR  Part  71] 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  76-GL-22] 

TRANSITION  AREA 
Proposed  Designation  and  Revocation 


Proposed  Alteration 

The  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
is  considering  an  amendment  to  Part  71 
of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  that 
would  alter  the  description  of  the  Chico, 
California  control  zone. 

Interested  persons  may  participate  in 
the  proposed  rule  making  by  submitting 
such  written  data,  views,  or  arguments  as 
they  may  desire.  Communications  should 
be  submitted  in  triplicate  to  the  Chief, 
Airspace  and  Procedures  Branch,  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Administration,  15000  Avi¬ 
ation  Boulevard,  Lawndale,  Callfomla 
90261.  All  oommimications  received  on  or 
before  June  23,  1975  will  be  considered 
before  action  is  taken  on  the  proposed 
amendment.  No  public  hearing  is  con¬ 
templated  at  this  time,  but  arrangemHits 
for  Informal  conferences  with  F^eral 
Aviation  Administration  officials  may  be 
made  by  contacting  the  Regional  Air 
Traffic  Division  CJhief.  Any  data,  views, 
or  arguments  presented  during  such  con¬ 
ferences  must  also  be  submitted  in  writ¬ 
ing  in  accordance  with  this  notice  in  or¬ 
der  to  become  part  of  the  record  for  con- 
sdderation.  The  proposals  contained  in 
this  notice  may  ^  changed  in  the  light 
of  comments  received. 

A  public  docket  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  interested  persons  in  the 
Office  of  the  Regional  Counsel,  Federal 
Aviation  Administration,  15000  Aviation 
Boulevard,  Lawndale,  California  90261. 

The  airspace  requirements  for  Cffilco 
Municipal  Airport,  Cffilco,  California, 
have  been  reviewed  in  accordance  with 
criteria  contained  in  the  United  States 
Standards  fm*  Terminal  Instrument  Pro¬ 
cedures.  The  review  revealed  that  the 
description  of  the  contrcd  zone  requires 
a.mftnding  to  provide  sufficient  controlled 
airspace  protection  for  aircraft  executing 
the  VOR  Runway  13  Instrument  proce¬ 
dure. 


is  considering  amending  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  so  as  to 
designate  a  transition  area  at  Dwight, 
lUinois. 

Interested  persons  may  participate  in 
the  proposed  rule  making  by  submitting 
such  written  data,  views  or  arguments  as 
they  may  desire.  Communications  should 
be  submitted  in  triplicate  to  the  Director, 
Great  Lakes  Region,  Attention:  Chief, 
Air  Traffic  Division,  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  2300  Blast  Devon  Ave¬ 
nue,  Des  Plaines,  Illinois  60018.  All  com¬ 
munications  received  on  or  before  Jime 
23,  1975,  will  be  considered  before  action 
is  taken  on  the  proposed  amendment.  No 
public  hearing  is  contemplated  at  this 
time,  but  arrangements  for  informal 
conferences  with  Federal  Aviation  Ad¬ 
ministration  officials  may  be  made  by 
contacting  the  Regional  Air  Traffic  Divi¬ 
sion  Chief.  Any  data,  views  or  argiunents 
presented  during  such  conferences  must 
also  be  submitted  In  writing  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  this  notice  in  order  to  become 
part  of  the  record  for  consideration.  The 
proposal  contained  in  this  notice  may  be 
changed  in  the  light  of  comments 
received. 

A  public  docket  will  be  av'allable  for 
examination  by  Interested  persons  in  the 
Office  of  the  Regional  Counsel,  Federal 
Aviation  Administration,  2300  East 
Devon  Avenue,  Des  Plaines,  Illinois 
60018. 

A  new  instrument  approach  procedure 
has  been  developed  for  the  Dwight  Air¬ 
port,  Dwight,  Illinois.  Consequently,  it 
is  necessary  to  provide  controlled  air¬ 
space  protection  for  aircraft  executing 
this  new  approach  procedure  by  desig¬ 
nating  a  transition  area  at  Dwight,  Illi¬ 
nois. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  the 
Federal  Aviation  Administration  pro- 
ix>ses  to  amend  Part  71  of  the  Federal 


The  Federal  Aviation  Adminlrtratlon 
is  considering  amending  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  so  as  to 
revoke  the  transition  area  at  Appleton, 
Wisconsin  and  to  designate  a  transition 
area  at  Oshkosh,  Wisconsin. 

Interested  persons  may  participate  in 
the  proposed  rule  making  by  submitting 
such  written  data,  views  or  arguments  as 
they  may  desire.  Communications  should 
be  submitted  in  triplicate  to  the  Director, 
Great  Lakes  Region,  Attention:  CSilef, 
Air  Traffic  Division,  Federal  Aviation  Ad¬ 
ministration,  2300  Es^t  Devon  Avenue, 
Des  Plaines,  Illinois  60018.  All  communi¬ 
cations  received  on  or  before  July  23, 
.1975,  will  be  considered  before  action  is 
taken*  on  the  proposed  amendment.  No 
public  hearing  Is  contemplated  at  this 
time,  but  arrangMnents  for  informal  con¬ 
ferences  with  Federal  Aviation  Adminis¬ 
tration  officials  may  be  made  by  contact¬ 
ing  the  Regional  Air  Traffic  Division 
Chief.  Any  data,  views  or  arguments  pre¬ 
sented  during  such  conferences  must  also 
be  submitted  In  writing  In  accordance 
with  this  notice  In  order  to  become  part 
of  the  record  for  consideration.  The  pro¬ 
posal  contained  in  this  notice  may  be 
changed  in  the  light  of  comments  re¬ 
ceived. 

A  public  docket  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  Interested  persons  in  the 
Office  of  the  Regional  Counsel,  Federal 
Aviation  Administration,  2300  East 
Devon  Avenue,  Des  Plaines,  Illinois 
60018. 

A  new  instrument  approach  procedure 
has  been  developed  for  the  Fond  Du  Lac 
County  Airport,  Fond  Du  Lac,  Wiscon¬ 
sin.  This  procedure  will  require  addi¬ 
tional  controlled  airspace  south  of  Fond 
Du  Lac.  A  review  of  the  controlled  air¬ 
space  designated  for  Appleton,  Oshkosh, 
and  Fond  Du  Lac  indicates  a  very  broken 
boundary  difficult  for  pilots  and  control¬ 
lers  to  define.  We  propose  to  combine 
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these  areas  into  one  citation  and  make 
the  bovmdary  more  regular. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  the 
Federal  Aviation  Administration  pro¬ 
poses  to  amend  Part  71  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  as  hereinafter  set 
forth: 

In  Section  71.181  (40  F.R.  441),  the 
following  transition  area  is  deleted:  “Ap¬ 
pleton.  Wisconsin”. 

In  §  71.181  (40  FR  441),  the  following 
transition  area  is  amended  to  read: 

Oshkosh,  Wisconsin 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  an  area 
bounded  by  a  line  beginning  at  Latitude  44*- 
24'00''  N.,  Longitude  88*46'00''  W.  to  Lati¬ 
tude  44»24'00"  N.,  Longitude  88»27'00''  W. 
to  Latitude  44*19'00"  N.,  Longitude  88*19'- 
00"  W.  to  Latitude  43»33'00”  N.,  Longitude 
88*19'00"  W.  to  Latitude  43*33'00"  N.,  Longi¬ 
tude  88'>63'00"  W.  to  Latitude  43®52'00"  N., 
Longitude  88®63'00”  W.  to  point  of  begin¬ 
ning. 

These  amendments  are  proposed  un¬ 
der  the  authority  of  section  307(a)  of 
the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958  (49 
UJ3.C.  1348),  and  of  section  6(c)  of  the 
Department  of  Transportation  Act  [49 
U.S.C.  1655(c)]. 

Issued  in  Des  Plaines,  Illinois  on  May 
7,  1975. 

R.  O.  Ziegler, 

Acting  Director, 
Great  Lakes  Region. 

[FB  Doc.76-13627  Piled  6-22-76;8:46  am] 


[14CFRPart71] 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  76-OL-31] 

TRANSITION  AREA 
Proposed  Designation 

The  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
is  considering  amending  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  so  as  to 
designate  a  transition  area  at  LaPorte, 
Indiana. 

Interested  persons  may  participate  in 
the  proposed  rule  making  by  submitting 
such  written  data,  views  or  arguments  as 
they  may  desire.  Communications  should 
be  submitted  in  triplicate  to  the  Director, 
Great  Lakes  Region,  Attention:  Chief, 
Air  Traffic  Division,  Federal  Aviation  Ad¬ 
ministration,  2300  East  Devon  Avenue, 
Des  Plaines,  Illinois  60018.  All  communi¬ 
cations  received  on  or  before  Jime  23, 
1975,  will  be  considered  before  action  is 
taken  on  the  proposed  amendment.  No 
public  hearing  is  contemplated  at  this 
time,  but  arrangements  for  informal  con¬ 
ferences  with  Federal  Aviation  Adminis¬ 
tration  officials  may  be  made  by  contact¬ 
ing  the  Regional  Air  Traffic  Division 
Chief.  Any  data,  views  or  su'guments  pre¬ 
sented  during  such  conferences  must  also 
be  submitted  in  writing  in  accordance 
with  this  notice  in  order  to  become  part 
of  the  record  for  consideration.  The  pro¬ 
posal  contained  in  this  notice  may  be 
changed  in  the  light  of  comments  re¬ 
ceived. 

A  public  docket  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  interested  persons  in 


FEDERAL 


the  Office  of  the  Regional  Counsel,  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Administration,  2300  East 
Devon  Avenue,  Des  Plaines,  Illinois  60018. 

A  new  standard  instrument  approach 
procedure  has  been  developed  for  the  La¬ 
Porte  Municipal  Airport,  LaPorte, 
Indiana.  Consequently,  it  is  necessary  to 
provide  controlled  airspace  protection  for 
aircraft  executing  this  new  approach 
procedure  by  designating  a  transition 
area  at  LaPorte,  Indiana. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  the 
Federal  Aviation  Administration  pro¬ 
poses  to  amend  Part  71  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  as  hereinafter  set 
forth: 

In  S  71.181  (40  PR  441),  the  following 
transition  area  is  added: 

LaPortx,  Indiana 


That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  6 -mile  radius 
of  the  LaPorte  Mimlcipal  Airport  (Latitude 
41®34'21"  N.,  Longitude  86°44’02”  W.): 
within  2  miles  either  side  of  the  166®  bearing 
from  the  LaPorte  Airport  extending  from  the 
6-mlle  radius  area  to  9  miles  south  of  the  air¬ 
port,  excluding  that  portion  which  overlies 
the  Michigan  City,  Indiana  transition  area. 

This  amendment  is  proposed  under  the 
authority  of  section  307(a)  of  toe  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  1958  (49  U.S.C.  1348), 
and  of  section  6(c)  of  the  Department  of 
Transportation  Act  [49  U.S.C.  1655(c)]. 


Issued  in  Des  Plaines,  Illinois  on  May  5, 
1975. 

R.  O.  Ziegler, 
Director, 

Great  Lakes  Region. 
[PR  Doc.76-13528  Plied  6-22-76:8:46  am] 


[14CFRPart71] 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  76-RM-141 

TRANSITION  AREA 
Proposed  Alteration 

The  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
is  considering  an  amendment  to  Part  71 
of  toe  Federal  Aviation  Regulations 
which  would  alter  toe  transition  area  at 
Port  Bridger,  Wyoming. 

Interested  persons  may  participate  in 
the  proposed  rule  making  by  submitting 
such  written  data,  views,  or  arguments 
as  they  may  desire.  Communications 
should  be  submitted  in  triplicate  to  the 
Chief,  Air  Traffic  Division,  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Administration,  Park  Hill  Station, 
P.O.  Box  7213,  Denver,  Colorado  80207. 
All  communications  received  on  or  be¬ 
fore  June  23, 1975,  will  be  considered  be¬ 
fore  action  is  taken  on  toe  proposed 
amendment.  No  public  hearing  is  con¬ 
templated  at  this  time,  but  arrangements 
for  informal  conferences  with  Federal 
Aviation  Administration  officials  may  be 
made  by  contacting  the  Regional  Air 
Traffic  Division  Chief.  Any  data,  views, 
or  arguments  presented  during  such  con¬ 
ferences  must  also  be  submitted  in  writ¬ 
ing  in  accordance  with  this  notice  in 
order  to  become  part  of  the  record  for 
consideration.  The  proposal  contained  in 
this  notice  may  be  changed  in  toe  light 
of  comments  received. 


A  public  docket  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  interested  persons  in  the 
office  of  toe  Regional  Counsel,  Federal 
Aviation  Administration,  10455  E.  25th 
Avenue,  Aurora,  Colorado  80010. 

The  instrument  approach  procedure 
for  Fort  Bridger,  Wyoming  has  been  re¬ 
vised.  It  is  necessary  to  provide  controlled 
airspace  for  protection  of  aircraft  con¬ 
ducting  this  procedure. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  toe 
PAA  proposes  the  following  airspace  ac¬ 
tion: 

In  Federal  Aviation  Regulation  Part 
71.181  (40  FR  441)  .  the  description  of  the 
Port  Bridger,  Wyoming  transition  area  is 
amended  to  read : 

That  airspace  extending  upward  frbm  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  9-miIe  radius 
of  Fort  Bridger  Municipal  Airport  (latitude 
41*24 '00"  N.,  longitude  110°25'00"  W.),  and 
within  3.6  miles  each  side  of  the  Port  Bridger 
VORTAC  047*  radial  extending  from  the  9- 
mlle  radius  area  to  11.6  miles  northeast  of 
the  VORTAC;  and  that  airspace  extending 
upward  from  1200  above  the  surface  within 
8.5  miles  southeast  and  12.5  miles  northwest 
of  the  Port  Bridger  VORTAC  047*  and  227* 
radlals  extending  from  23  miles  northeast 
to  10.5  miles  southwest  of  the  VORTAC- 


This  amendment  is  proposed  under 
authority  of  section  307(a)  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Act  of  1958,  as  amended 
(49  U.S.C.  1348(a)).  and  of  section  6(c) 
of  the  Department  of  Transportation  Act 
(49  U.S.C.  1655(c)). 


Issued  in  Aurora,  Colorado,  May  27, 
1975. 


M.  M.  Martin, 

Director,  Rocky  Mountain  Region. 


[PR  Doc.76-13629  Piled  6-22-75,8:46  am] 


FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 

[  18  CFR  Part  2  ] 

[Docket  No.  RM7S-25] 

CERTIFICATION  OF  PIPELINE 
TRANSPORTATION  AGREEMENT 

Extension  of  Time 

May  16,  1975. 

On  April  25,  1975,  Michigan  Public 
Service  Commission  filed  a  motion  to  ex¬ 
tend  toe  time  for  comments  fixed  by  no¬ 
tice  issued  April  4,  1975  (40  FR  16220) 
in  toe  above-designated  rulemaking. 

Upon  consideration,  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  toe  time  for  filing  comments 
in  the  above  matter  is  extended  to  and 
including  May  30, 1975. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.76-13569  Piled  &-22-75;8:45  am] 


INTEItSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

[49  CFR  Parts  1201,  1202,  1206,  1207, 
1209, 1210, 1240, 1249  ] 

[No.  36137] 

CLASSIFICATION  OF  CARRIERS 
Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemaking 

At  a  general  session  of  toe  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission  held  at  its  office 
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in  Washington,  D.C.  on  the  22nd  day  of 
April.  1975. 

This  proceeding  is  being  instituted  on 
our  own  motion  to  revise  the  rules  on 
carrier  classification  in  the  \miform  sys¬ 
tem  of  accoimts  and  reports  for  the  fol¬ 
lowing  modes: 

Railroad  Companies 

Electric  Railways 

Motor  Carriers  of  Passengers 

Motor  Carriers  of  Property 

Inland  and  Coastal  Waterway  Carriers 

Freight  Forwarders 

Under  current  rules  and  practices,  an 
extended  lag  effects  the  classification  of 
carriers.  In  some  instances  the  lag  ex¬ 
tends  as  long  as  three  years  after  the 
carriers’  operating  revenues  have  quali¬ 
fied  the  carrier  for  reclassification.  In 
order  to  avoid  tmdue  delay  in  carrier  re¬ 
classification,  the  following  revisions  will 
be  implemented  in  the  uniform  system  of 
accoimts  and  reports. 

(1)  Classification  will  be  based  on  “im¬ 
mediately  preceding’’  year’s  revenue  in 
lieu  of  the  three-year  average. 

(2)  Upward  reclassification  from  a 
class  already  subject  to  the  accounting 
rules  will  be  effected  in  the  year  inunedi- 
ately  following  qualification. 

(3)  Upward  reclassification  from  a 
clsiss  not  subject  to  the  accounting  rules 
to  one  that  will  be  subject  thereto,  such 
as  Class  B  to  Class  A  Freight  Fon^'arder, 
will  be  effected  in  the  second  succeeding 
year  following  qualification. 

(4)  Downward  reclassification  will  be 
effected  in  the  year  immediately  follow¬ 
ing  the  third  consecutive  year  in  which 
a  carrier  fails  to  meet  the  minimum 
revenue  qualification. 

(5)  New  carriers  will  be  classified  on 
the  basis  of  reasonable  estimates  of  an¬ 
nual  operating  revenues  where  no  actual 
data  are  available. 

(6)  All  carriers  will  be  reviewed  an¬ 
nually  for  classification. 

(7)  A  carrier’s  classification  will  be 
reviewed  immediately  in  the  event  of  a 
business  combination. 

In  addition,  the  minimum  dollar  clas¬ 
sification  for  Class  I  railroads  will  be 
increased  from  $5  million  to  $10  million 
as  a  result  of  inflationary  trends. 

The  Carrier  Classification  Form,  Ap¬ 
pendix  I,  will  aid  the  implementation  of 
the  provisions  and  provide  a  means  for 
active  carrier  participation  in  the  classi¬ 
fication  process.  The  form  will  be  dis¬ 
tributed  to  carriers  by  October  1  and 
should  be  completed  and  returned  to  the 
Bureau  of  Accounts,  Section  of  Reports, 
by  October  31.  Carriers  will  include  a 
reasonable  estimate  of  fourth  quarter 
revenues  in  the  “current  year  revenues” 
reported.  Based  upon  the  reported  reve¬ 
nues  and  the  classification  rules  of  49 
CFR  Part  1340,  carriers  will  determine 
if  a  new  classification  is  warranted  and 
indicate  the  effective  date  of  adoption. 

We  believe  the  adoption  of  the  afore¬ 
mentioned  revision  will  provide  stability 
in  carrier  classification,  minimize  the 
problems  associated  with  the  implemen¬ 
tation  of  the  uniform  system  of  accounts 
and  reports,  provide  a  means  for  active 
carrier  participaticm  in  the  classifica¬ 


tion  process  and  eliminate  the  undesir¬ 
able  delay  in  carrier  reclassification. 

It  is  intended  that  the  proposed  re¬ 
vision  to  the  uniform  ss^tem  of  accounts 
and  reports  become  effective  for  the 
classification  year  beginning  January  1, 
1976,  which  will  be  based  on  calendar 
year  1975  operating  revenues. 

Upon  consideration  of  the  above  de¬ 
scribed  matters  and  good  cause  appear¬ 
ing  therefor: 

It  is  ordered.  That  a  proceeding  be,  and 
it  is  hereby,  instituted  under  the  author¬ 
ity  of  sections  12,  20,  204,  220,  313  and 
402  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act  and 
pursuant  to  sections  553  and  559  of  the 
Administrative  Procedure  Act  with  a 
view  to  adopting  the  proposed  revisions 
set  forth  in  Appendices  A  through  I  of 
this  Notice,  and  for  the  purpose  of  mak¬ 
ing  such  other  and  further  changes  as 
the  facts  and  circumstances  may  justify 
and  require. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  all  Rail¬ 
roads,  filectric  Railways,  Motor  Carriers 
of  Passengers,  Motor  Carriers  of  Prop¬ 
erty,  Inland  and  Coastal  Waterways  Car¬ 
riers,  and  Freight  Forwarders  subject  to 
the  Interstate  Commerce  Act  be,  and  they 
are  hereby,  made  respondents  in  this 
proceeding. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  no  oral  hear¬ 
ing  be  scheduled  for  the  receiving  of  tes¬ 
timony  in  this  proceeding  unless  a  need 
therefor  should  later  appear,  but  that  re¬ 
spondents  or  any  other  Interested  parties 
may  participate  in  this  proceeding  by 
submitting  for  consideration  written 
statements  of  fact,  views,  and  arguments 
on  the  subjects  mention^  above,  or  any 
other  subjects  pertaining  to  this  pro¬ 
ceeding. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  any  inter¬ 
ested  persons  wishing  to  submit  written 
statements  of  fact,  views,  or  arguments 
shall  file  an  original  (and,  if  possible,  15 
copies)  of  such  representations  with  the 
Secretary,  Interstate  Commerce  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington,  D.C.  20423,  by  June  23, 
1975  and  that  all  such  statements  will  be 
considered  as  evidence  and  as  a  part  of 
the  record  in  this  proceeding. 

It  is  further  ordered.  ’That  written  ma¬ 
terial  or  suggestions  submitted  shall  be 
made  available  for  public  Inspection  at 
the  offices  of  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission.  12th  and  Constitution  Ave¬ 
nue.  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  during  regu¬ 
lar  business  hours. 

And  it  is  further  ordered,  'That  statu¬ 
tory  notice  of  the  institution  of  this  pro¬ 
ceeding  be  given  to  all  respondents  and  to 
the  general  public  by  mailing  a  copy  of 
this  order  to  the  Governor  of  every  State 
and  to  the  Public  Utilities  Commissions 
or  Board  of  each  State  having  jurisdic¬ 
tion  over  transportation,  by  posting  a 
copy  of  this  order  in  the  Office  of  the 
Secretary,  Interstate  Commerce  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington,  D.C.,  for  public  inspec¬ 
tion.  and  by  delivering  a  copy  thereof  to 
the  Director,  Division  of  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister,  for  publication  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  as  notice  to  all  Interested  persons. 

This  decision  is  not  a  major  Federal 
action  significantly  affecting  the  quality 


of  the  human  environment  within  the 
meaning  of  the  National  Environmental 
Policy  Act  of  1969. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 


PART  1201— RAILROAD  COMPANIES 

Amend  Part  1201,  Uniform  System  of 
Accounts  for  Railroad  Companies,  as 
follows: 

General  Instructions 

’The  text  of  instruction  1-1  “Classifica¬ 
tion  of  Carriers”  is  revised  to  read: 

1-1  Classification  of  carriers,  (a)  For 
purposes  of  the  accounting  and  report¬ 
ing  regulations,  carriers  are  grouped  into 
the  following  two  classes: 

Class  I.  Carriers  having  annual  car¬ 
rier  operating  revenues  of  $10  million  or 
more. 

Class  II.  Carriers  having  annual  car¬ 
rier  operating  revenues  of  less  than  $10 
million. 

(b)(1)  ’The  class  to  which  any  carrier 
belongs  shall  be  determined  by  annual 
carrier  operating  revenue.  If  at  the  end 
of  any  calendar  year  such  annual  car¬ 
rier  operating  revenue  is  greater  than 
the  maximum  for  ^e  class  in  which  the 
carrier  is  classified,  the  carrier  shall 
adopt  the  accounting  and  reporting  re¬ 
quirements  of  the  higher  class  in  which 
it  falls.  Class  n  carriers  shall  adopt  Class 
I  classification  effective  as  of  January  1 
of  the  following  year. 

(2)  If  at  the  end  of  any  calendar  year 
a  Class  I  carrier’s  annusd  operating  rev¬ 
enue  is  less  than  $10  milliiHi,  and  has 
been  for  three  consecutive  years,  the 
carrier  shall  adopt  the  accounting  and 
reporting  requirements  for  Class  II  car¬ 
riers.  Such  adoption  shall  be  effective  as 
of  January  1  of  the  following  year. 

(3)  The  carrier  shall  notify  the  Com¬ 
mission  of  any  change  in  classification 
by  completing  the  Carrier  Classification 
Form  and  sending  same  to  the  Commis¬ 
sion  by  October  31  of  each  year. 

(4)  Newly  organized  carriers  shall  be 
classified  on  the  basis  of  their  annual 
carrier  operating  revenues  for  the  latest 
period  of  such  operation.  If  actual  data 
are  not  available,  new  carriers  shall  be 
classified  on  the  basis  of  their  carrier 
operating  revenue  known  and  estimated 
for  a  year. 

(5)  When  a  business  combination  oc¬ 
curs,  such  as  a  merger,  reorganization, 
or  consolidation,  the  surviving  carrier 
shall  be  reclassified  effective  January  1 
of  the  next  calendar  year  on  the  basis  of 
the  combined  revenue  for  the  year  when 
the  combination  occurred. 

(6)  In  unusual  circumstances,  such  as 
partial  liquidation,  and  curtailment  or 
elimination  of  contracted  services,  where 
the  classification  regulations  will  unduly 
burden  the  carrier,  the  carrier  may  re¬ 
quest  the  Commission  for  an  exception 
to  the  regulations.  This  request  shall  be 
in  writing  specifying  the  conditions  jus¬ 
tifying  an  exception. 
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(c)  Class  I  carriers  shall  keep  all  of 
the  accoxmts  of  this  system  of  accounts 
which  are  applicable  to  their  operations. 
Class  n  carriers  shall  keep  all  of  the  ac- 
coimts  of  this  system  of  accounts  which 
are  applicable  to  their  operations,  ex¬ 
cept  that  their  accounts  for  operating 
expenses  may  be  kept  imder  the  ac¬ 
counts  of  the  respective  condensed 
groupings  provided  for  herein. 

(d)  In  applying  the  classification 
grouping  to  any  switching  or  terminal 
company  which  is  operated  as  a  Joint 
facility  of  owning  or  tenant  railways  the 
siun  of  the  annual  carrier  operating  reve¬ 
nues.  the  joint  facility  rent  income,  and 
the  totals  of  the  joint  facility  credib  ac- 
coirnts  in  operating  expenses,  shall  be 
used  in  determining  its  class. 


PART  1202— ELECTRIC  RAILWAYS 

Amend  Part  1202,  Uniform  System  of 
Accoimts  for  Electric  Railways,  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

Classification  of  Carriers 

The  text  of  instruction  00-1  “Classi¬ 
fication  of  Carriers”  is  revised  to  read: 

00—1  Oassification  of  carriers. 

(a)  For  purposes  of  the  accounting 
and  reporting  regulations,  carriers  are 
grouped  into  the  following  three  classes: 

Class  1.  Carriers  having  annual  carrier 
eratlng  revenues  of  f  1  mlUlon  or  more. 

Class  n.  Carriers  having  annual  carrier  op¬ 
erating  revenues  of  1260,000  but  less  than  $1 
million. 

Class  III.  Carriers  having  annual  carrier 
operating  revenues  of  leas  than  $250,000. 

(b)  (1)  The  class  to  which  any  carrier 
belongs  shall  be  determined  by  annual 
carrier  operating  revenue.  If  at  the  end 
of  any  calendar  year  such  annual  car¬ 
rier  operating  revenue  is  greater  than 
the  maximum  for  the  class  in  which  the 
carrier  is  classified,  the  carrier  shall 
adopt  the  accounting  and  reporting  re¬ 
quirements  of  the  higher  class  in  which 
it  falls.  Adoption  of  the  higher  classifi¬ 
cation  shall  be  effective  as  of  January  1 
of  the  following  year. 

(2)  If  at  the  end  of  any  calendar  year 
a  carrier’s  annual  operating  revenue  is 
less  than  the  minimum  of  the  class  in 
which  the  carrier  is  classified,  and  has 
been  for  three  consecutive  years,  the 
carrier  shall  adopt  the  accoimting  and 
reporting  requirements  of  the  lower  class 
in  which  it  ftdls.  Such  adoption  shall  be 
effective  as  of  January  1  of  the  following 
year. 

(3)  The  carrier  shall  notify  the  Com¬ 
mission  of  any  change  in  classification 
by  completing  the  Carrier  Classification 
Form  and  sending  same  to  the  Commis¬ 
sion  by  October  31  of  each  year. 

(4)  Newly  organized  carriers  shall  be 
classified  on  the  basis  of  their  annual 
carrier  operating  revenues  for  the  lat¬ 
est  period  of  operation.  If  actual  data 
are  not  available,  new  carriers  shall  be 
classified  on  the  basis  of  their  car¬ 
rier  operating  revenue  known  and  esti¬ 
mated  for  a  year. 

(5)  When  a  business  combination  oc¬ 
curs.  sudi  as  a  merger,  reorganization. 


or  consolidation,  the  surviving  carrier 
Shan  be  reclassified  effective  January  1 
of  the  next  c.alejidar  year  on  the  basis  of 
the  combined  revenue  for  the  year  when 
the  combination  occurred. 

(6)  In  imusual  circumstances,  such 
as  partial  liquidation,  and  curtailment 
or  elimination  of  contracted  services, 
where  the  classification  regulations  wiU 
unduly  burden  the  carrier,  the  carrier 
may  request  the  Commission  for  an  ex¬ 
ception  to  the  regulations.  This  request 
shall  be  in  writing  specifying  the  condi¬ 
tions  justifying  an  exception. 

(c)  Both  Class  I  and  Class  n  carriers 
shall  keep  the  accounts  prescribed  here¬ 
in,  except  that  a  condensed  grouping  of 
primary  (grating  expense  accounts  is 
provided  for  the  use  of  Class  n  carriers. 
Class  II  carriers  desiring  to  do  so  may 
maintain  the  primary  accounts  pre¬ 
scribed  for  Class  I  carriers  but  must  be 
prepared  to  combine  the  accounts  for  the 
purpose  of  making  entries  in  reports 
filed  with  the  Commission. 


PART  1206— COMMON  AND  CONTRACT 

MOTOR  CARRIERS  OF  PASSENGERS 

Amend  Part  1206,  Common  and  Con¬ 
tract  Motor  Carriers  of  Passengers,  as 
follows: 

Instructions 

The  text  of  instruction  2-1  “Classifi¬ 
cation  of  Carriers”  is  revised  to  read: 

2—1  Classification  of  carriers. 

(a)  For  purposes  of  the  accounting 
and  reporting  regulations,  carriers  are 
grouped  into  the  following  three  classes : 

Class  I.  Carriers  having  annual  carrier 
operating  revenues  (including  interstate  and 
intrastate)  of  $1  million  or  more. 

Class  II,  Carriers  having  annual  carrier 
operating  revenues  (Including  Interstate 
and  Intrastate)  of  $200,000  but  less  than 
$1  million. 

Class  III.  Carriers  having  annual  carrier 
operating  revenues  (including  interstate 
and  Intrastate)  of  less  than  $200,000. 

(b)  (1)  ’The  class  to  which  any  carrier 
belongs  shall  be  determined  by  annual 
gross  carrier  operating  revenue.  If  at  the 
end  of  any  calendar  year  such  annual 
gross  carrier  operating  evenue  is  greater 
than  the  maximum  for  the  class  in 
which  the  carrier  is  classified,  the  car¬ 
rier  shall  adopt  the  accounting  and  re¬ 
porting  requirements  of  the  higher  class 
in  which  it  falls.  For  Class  m  carriers 
adoption  of  Class  n  classification  shall 
be  effective  as  of  January  1  of  the  fol¬ 
lowing  year.  For  Class  n  carriers  adop¬ 
tion  of  a  higher  classification  shaU  be 
effective  as  of  January  1  of  the  second 
succeeding  year  after  the  carrier  meets 
the  minimum  revenue  limit  for  Class  I. 

(2)  If  at  the  end  of  any  calendar  year 
a  carrier’s  operating  revenue  is  less  than 
the  tninimiim  of  the  class  in  which  the 
carrier  is  classified,  and  has  been  for 
three  consecutive  years,  the  carrier  shall 
adopt  the  accounting  and  reporting  re¬ 
quirements  of  the  lower  class  in  which 
the  current  year  revenue  falls.  Adoption 
ot  the  lower  class  shall  be  effective  as  of 
January  1  of  the  following  irear. 


(3)  The  carrier  shall  notify  the  Com¬ 
mission  of  any  diange  in  classificatioti  by 
completing  the  Carrier  Classification 
Form  and  sending  same  to  the  Commis¬ 
sion  by  October  31  cff  ecudi  year. 

(4)  Any  carrier  which  begins  new  op¬ 
erations  (obtains  operating  authority  not 
previously  held)  or  extends  its  existing 
authority  (obtains  additional  operating 
rights)  shall  be  classified  in  accordance 
with  a  reasonable  estimate  of  its  annual 
carrier  operating  revenues. 

(5)  When  a  business  combination  oc¬ 
curs,  such  as  a  merger,  reorganization, 
or  consolidation,  the  surviving  carrier 
shall  be  reclassified  effective  January  1 
of  the  next  calendar  year  on  the  basis  of 
the  combined  revenue  for  the  year  when 
the  ccHnbinatlon  occurred. 

(6)  In  unusual  circumstances,  such  as 
partial  llquidaticm,  and  curtailment  or 
elimination  of  contracted  s^wices,  where 
the  classificatimi  regulations  will  unduly 
burden  the  carrier,  the  carrier  may  re¬ 
quest  the  Commission  for  an  exception 
to  the  regulations.  This  request  sh^  be 
in  writing  specifying  conditions  justify¬ 
ing  an  exception. 

(d)  Only  Class  I  carriers  shall  keep  all 
the  accounts  prescribed  in  this  part, 
where  applicable.  Class  n  and  Class  HI 
are  not  required  to  keep  the  accounts 
prescribed  in  this  part. 


PART  1207— CLASS  I  AND  CLASS  II  COM¬ 
MON  AND  CONTRACT  MOTOR  CAR¬ 
RIERS  OF  PROPERTY 

Amend  Part  1207,  Class  I  and  Cfiass  n 
Common  and  Contriu:t  Motor  CTarrlers  of 
Property,  as  follows: 

CLASS  I  AND  CLASS  II  MOTOR  CARRIERS 
INSTRUCTIONS 

The  text  of  instruction  1  “Classifica¬ 
tion  of  Carriers”  is  revised  to  read: 

1.  Classification  of  carriers. 

(a)  For  purposes  of  accounting  and 
reporting  regulations,  except  those  regu¬ 
lations  pertaining  to  accounting  and  re¬ 
porting  for  revenue  and  expense  items, 
common  and  contract  carriers  of  prop¬ 
erty  subject  to  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Act  are  grouped  into  the  following  three 
classes: 

Class  I:  Carriers  having  annual  car¬ 
rier  operating  revenues  (including  inter¬ 
state  and  Intrastate)  of  $3  million  or 
more. 

Class  II:  Carriers  having  annual  car¬ 
rier  operating  revenues  (including  inter¬ 
state  and  intrastate)  of  $500,000  but  less 
than  $3  million. 

Class  III:  CTarrlers  having  annual  car¬ 
rier  operating  revenues  (including  inter¬ 
state  and  Intrastate)  of  less  than 
$500,000. 

(b)  (1)  The  class  to  which  any  carrier 
bel<mgs  shall  be  determined  by  annual 
carrier  operating  revenue.  If  at  the  end 
of  any  calendar  year  such  annual  car¬ 
rier  operating  revenue  is  greater  than  the 
maximum  for  the  class  in  iHiich  the  car¬ 
rier  is  classlflMl,  the  carrier  shall  adopt 
the  accounting  and  reporting  require¬ 
ments  of  the  hlfidier  class  in  vdilch  it 
falls.  For  Class  n  carriers  adoption  of 
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Clas£  I  classification  shall  be  effective  as 
of  January  1  of  the  following  year.  P\>r 
Class  in  carriers  ad(H>tion  of  a  higher 
classification  shall  be  elective  as  of  Jan¬ 
uary  1  the  second  succeeding  year. 

(2)  If  at  the  end  of  any  calendar  year 
a  carrier’s  annual  carrier  operating  rev¬ 
enue  is  less  than  the  minimum  of  the 
class  in  which  the  carrier  is  classified, 
and  has  been  for  three  consecutive  years, 
the  carrier  shall  adopt  the  accounting 
and  reporting  requirements  of  the  lower 
class  in  which  the  current  year  revenue 
falls.  Adc^tion  of  the  lower  class  shall  be 
effective  as  of  January  1  of  the  following 
year. 

(3)  The  carrier  shall  notify  the  Com¬ 
mission  of  any  change  in  classification 
by  completing  the  Carrier  Classification 
Form  and  sending  same  to  the  Commis- 
si(m  by  October  31  of  each  year. 

(4)  Any  carrier  which  begins  new  op¬ 
erations  (obtains  operating  authority  not 
previously  held)  or  extends  its  existing 
authority  (obtains  additional  operating 
rights)  shall  be  classified  in  accordance 
with  a  reasonable  estimate  of  its  annual 
carrier  operating  revenues. 

(5)  When  a  business  combination  oc¬ 
curs,  such  as  a  merger,  reorganization, 
or  consoUdation,  the  surviving  carrier 
shall  be  reclassified  effective  January  1 
of  the  next  calendar  year  on  the  basis  of 
the  combined  revenue  for  the  year  when 
the  combination  occurred. 

(6)  In  unftsual  circumstances,  such  as 
partial  liquidation,  and  curtailment  or 
elimination  of  contracted  services,  where 
the  classification  regiUations  will  unduly 
burden  the  carrier,  the  carrier  may  re¬ 
quest  the  Commission  for  an  exception  to 
the  regulations.  This  request  shsdl  be  in 
writing  specifying  the  conditions  justify¬ 
ing  an  exception. 

(c)  Special  provisions  for  carriers 
with  revenues  from  general  and  special 
commodities  and  from  household  goods 
operations. 

(1)  Separate  matrices  of  revenue  and 
expenses  are  provided  for  carriers  sub¬ 
ject  to  Instructions  27  and  28A  and  for 
carriers  subject  to  Instructions  28B  for 
accoimting  and  reporting  purposes.  For 
purposes  of  accoimting  and  reixirting, 
the  revenues  of  common  and  contract 
motor  carriers  of  property,  shall  be  cate¬ 
gorized  as  follows:  Instmctions  27  and 
28 A  (general  and  other  special  com¬ 
modity).  Instruction  28B  (household 
goods) .  Each  category  of  revenue  is  then 
classified  in  accordance  with  the  dollar 
revenue  limits  prescribed  in  paragraph 

(a).  When  a  carrier  has  both  household 
goods  and  general  and  other  special  com¬ 
modity  revenue,  each  category  shall  be 
classified  (I,  n  or  III)  to  determine  the 
accounting  and  reporting  regulations 
which  pertain  to  that  category. 

(2)  If  a  carrier  grouped  as  Class  I  or 
Class  n  carrier  in  accordance  with  para¬ 
graph  (a)  has  operations  in  both  cate¬ 
gories  in  paragraph  (c)  (1)  above,  and 
one  of  the  categories  is  classified  as  Class 
JTT,  8uc^  revenues  and  expenses  shall  be 
accounted  and  reported  in  accordance 
With  the  regulations  pertaining  to  the 
Class  I  or  Class  II  category. 
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(3)  If  a  carrier  grouped  as  Class  n  in 
accordance  with  paragrai^  (a)  lutf  op¬ 
erations  in  both  categories  and  both  cate¬ 
gories  are  grouped  as  Class  m  In  ac¬ 
cordance  with  paragn^h  (c)(1),  such 
revenues  and  expenses  shall  be  accounted 
and  reported  in  accordance  with  the  reg¬ 
ulations  pertaining  to  the  category  with 
the  larger  annual  carrier  operating 
revenues. 

(d)  Any  carrier,  at  its  option,  may 
adopt  the  accounting  requirements  of  a 
higher  class  than  the  one  in  which  it 
falls.  Notice  of  such  action  shall  be 
promptly  filed  with  the  Commission. 
However,  for  reporting  purposes  the 
carrier  shall  comply  with  the  reporting 
requirements  of  the  class  applicable  to  its 
annual  carrier  operating  revenue. 

The  introductory  text  of  paragraph 
(a)  of  instruction  27  “Distribution  of  ex¬ 
penses  to  activities:  general  commodity 
carriers’’  is  revised  to  read: 

27.  Distribution  of  expenses  to  activities: 
general  commodity  carriers. 

All  Class  I  and  Class  n  common  car¬ 
riers  which  derive  75  percent  or  more  of 
their  revenues  from  the  intercity  trans¬ 
portation  of  general  commodities  will  be 
classified  as  Instruction  27  carriers  in 
the  year  immediately  following  the  year 
in  which  the  carriers  meet  this  minimum 
revenue  qualification.  They  shall  distrib¬ 
ute  expenses  to  the  following  activities 
(see  definition  2) : 

«  •  •  *  • 


PART  1209 — INLAND  AND  COASTAL 
WATERWAYS  CARRIERS 

Amend  Part  1209,  Inland  and  Coastal 
Waterways  Carriers,  as  follows : 

Introduction 

The  text  of  instruction  (ii)  “Classifica¬ 
tion  of  Carriers”  is  revised  to  read: 

(ii)  Classification  of  carriers. 

(a)  For  purposes  of  the  accounting 
and  rep>orting  regulations,  carriers  are 
grouped  into  the  following  three  classes: 

Class  A.  Carriers  having  annual  carrier 
operating  revenues  of  $500,000  or  more. 

Class  B.  Carriers  having  annual  carrier 
operating  revenues  of  $100,000  but  less  than 
$500,000. 

Cla.ss  C.  Carriers  having  annual  carrier 
operating  revenues  of  less  than  $100,000. 

(b) (1)  The  class  to  which  any  carrier 
belongs  shall  be  determined  by  annual 
carrier  operating  revenue.  If  at  the  end 
of  any  calendar  year  such  annual  carrier 
operating  revenue  is  greater  than  the 
maximum  for  the  class  in  which  the  car¬ 
rier  is  classified,  the  carrier  shall  adopt 
the  accounting  and  reporting  require¬ 
ments  of  the  higher  class  in  which  it 
falls.  For  Class  B  carriers  adoption  of 
Class  A  classificati(Hi  shall  be  effective 
as  of  January  1  of  the  following  year. 
For  Class  C  carriers  adoption  of  a  higher 
classification  shall  be  effective  as  of  Jan¬ 
uary  1  of  the  second  succeeding  year. 

(2)  If  at  the  end  of  any  calendar  year 
a  carrier’s  annual  carrier  operating  reve¬ 
nue  Is  less  than  the  minimum  of  the 
class  in  which  the  carrier  Is  classified, 


and  has  been  for  three  consecutive  years, 
the  carrier  shall  adopt  the  accounting  re¬ 
quirements  of  the  lower  class  in  which 
toe  current  year  revenue  falls^  Such 
adoption  shall  be  effective  as  of  Janu¬ 
ary  1  of  toe  following  year. 

(3)  The  carrier  shall  notify  the  Com¬ 
mission  of  any  change  in  classification  by 
completing  toe  Carrier  Classification 
Form  and  sending  same  to  the  Commis¬ 
sion  by  October  31  of  each  year. 

(4)  Any  carrier  which  begins  new  op¬ 
erations  (obtains  operating  authority  not 
previously  held)  or  extends  its  existing 
authority  (obtains  additional  operating 
rights)  shall  be  classified  in  accordance 
with  a  reasonable  estimate  of  its  annual 
carrier  operating  revenues. 

(5)  When  a  busine-ss  combination  oc¬ 
curs,  such  as  a  merger,  re<M*ganization, 
or  consolidation,  the  surviving  carrier 
shall  be  reclassified  effective  January  1 
of  the  next  calendar  year  on  the  basis  of 
the  combined  revenue  for  the  year  when 
the  combination  occurred. 

(6)  In  unusual  circumstances,  such  as 
partial  liquidation,  and  curtailment  or 
elimination  of  contracted  services,  where 
the  classification  regulations  will  unduly 
burden  toe  carrier,  toe  carrier  may  re¬ 
quest  the  Commission  for  an  exception  to 
the  regulations.  Such  request  shall  be  in 
writing  specifying  the  conditions  justify¬ 
ing  an  exception. 

(c)  Class  A  companies  shall  keep  all  of 
the  accounts  of  this  system  of  accounts 
which  are  applicable  to  their  operations. 
Class  B  companies  shall  keep  all  of  the 
accounts  of  this  system  of  accounts  which 
are  applicable  to  their  operations,  except 
that  their  accounts  for  operating  reve¬ 
nues  and  operating  expenses  may  be  kept 
under  the  accounts  of  the  condensed 
classification  provided  herein. 


PART  1210 — FREIGHT  FORWARDERS 

Amend  Part  1210,  Uniform  System  of 
Accounts  for  Freight  Forwarders,  as 
follows : 

In  toe  list  of  instructions  and  ac¬ 
counts,  Line  Item  “0-1  Introduction”  Is 
amended  to  read: 

0-1  Claselflcatlon  of  Carriers 

Line  Item  “0-2  Applicability  cf  the 
Regulations”  is  deleted. 

Instructions 

The  title  and  text  of  instruction  “0  1 
Introduction”  is  revised  to  read: 

0—1  OasHiflrutioii  of  rarrioro. 

(a)  For  purposes  of  the  accounting 
and  reporting  regulations,  freight  for¬ 
warders  are  grouped  into  the  following 
two  classes: 

Class  A.  Freight  forwarders  having  an¬ 
nual  operating  revenues  of  $100,000  or  more. 

Class  B.  Freight  forwarders  having  an¬ 
nual  operating  revenues  of  less  than 
$100,000. 

The  term  “operating  revenues”  refers 
to  the  amounts  includible  in  accounts 
501,  521,  522,  and  523. 

(b) (1)  The  class  to  which  any  freight 
forwarder  belongs  shall  be  determined 
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by  annual  operating  revenue.  If  at  the 
end  of  any  calendar  year  such  annual 
operating  revenue  is  greater  than  the 
maximum  for  the  class  in  which  the 
freight  forwarder  is  classified,  the 
freight  forwarder  shall .  adopt  the  ac¬ 
counting  and  reporting  requirements  of 
the  higher  class  in  which  it  falls.  For 
Class  B  freight  forwarders  adoption  of 
Class  A  classification  shall  be  effective 
as  of  January  1  of  the  second  succeeding 
year. 

(2)  If  at  the  end  of  any  calendar  year 
a  Class  A  freight  forwarder’s  annual  op¬ 
erating  revenues  is  less  than  $100,000, 
and  has  been  for  three  consecutive  years, 
the  freight  forwarder  shall  adopt  the  ac¬ 
counting  and  reporting  requirements 
applicable  to  a  Class  B.  Such  adoption 
shall  be  effective  as  of  January  1  of  the 
following  year. 

(3)  Freight  forwarders  shall  notify  the 
Commission  of  any  change  in  classifica¬ 
tion  by  completing  the  Carrier  Classifi¬ 
cation  Form  and  sending  same  to  the 
Commission  by  October  31  of  each  year. 

(4)  Any  freight  forwarder  which  be¬ 
gins  new  operations  (obtains  operating 
authority  not  previously  held)  or  ex¬ 
tends  its  existing  authority  (obtains  ad¬ 
ditional  operating  rights)  shall  be  classi¬ 
fied  in  accordance  with  a  reasonable  esti¬ 
mate  of  its  annual  operating  revenues. 

(5)  When  a  business  combination  oc¬ 
curs,  such  as  a  merger,  reorganization, 
or  consolidation,  the  siuvivlng  freight 
forwarder  shall  be  reclassified  effective 
January  1  of  the  next  calendar  year  on 
the  basis  of  the  combined  revenue  for 
the  year  when  the  combination  occmred. 

(6)  In  imususd  clrcmnstances,  such  as 
partial  liquidation,  and  curtailment  or 
elimination  of  contracted  services,  where 
the  classification  regulations  will  unduly 
burden  the  freight  forwarder,  the  freight 
forwarder  may  request  the  Commission 
for  an  exception  to  the  regulations.  Such 
request  shall  be  in  writing  specifying  the 
conditions  Justifying  an  exception. 

(c)  Under  part  IV  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Art  the  observance  of  the 
rules  and  regulations  stated  in  this  sys¬ 
tem  of  accounts  becomes  obligatory  upon 
persons  having  direct  charge  of  the  ac¬ 
counts  of  the  freight  forwarders  con¬ 
cerned,  and  such  persons  will  be  held  re¬ 
sponsible  for  their  proper  application. 

Subsection  (d)  of  section  421  of  part 
IV  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act  pro¬ 
vides  that: 

(d)  Any  freight  forwarder,  or  any  oflSoer, 
agent,  employee,  or  representative  thereof, 
who  shall  willfully  faU  or  refuse  to  make 
a  report  to  the  Commission  as  required  under 
this  part,  or  to  make  specific  and  full,  true, 
and  correct  answer  to  any  question  within 
thirty  days  from  the  time  It  is  lawfully  re¬ 
quired  by  the  Commission  so  to  do,  or  to 
keep  accounts,  records,  and  memoranda  In 
the  form  and  manner  prescribed  by  the 
Commission,  or  shall  knowingly  and  willfully 
falsify,  destroy,  mutilate,  or  alter  any  such 
report,  account,  record,  or  memorandum, 
or  shall  knowingly  and  willfully  file  with  the 
Commission  any  false  report,  account,  record, 
or  memorandum,  or  shcdl  knowingly  and 
wlllfuUy  neglect  or  fall  to  make  full,  true, 
and  ocHTect  entries  In  such  accounts,  records, 
or  memoranda  of  all  facts  and  transactions 
appertaining  to  the  business  of  the  freight 


forwarder,  or  shall  knowingly  «ad  willfully 
keep  any  accounts,  records,  cr  memoranda 
contrary  to  the  rules,  regulations,  or  orders 
of  the  Commission  with  respect  thereto,  shall 
be  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  eon- 
vlctlon  thereof  shall  be  subject  for  each 
<^ense  to  a  fine  of  not  more  than  $5,000.  As 
used  In  this  subsection  the  word  ’'keep** 
shall  be  construed  to  mean  make,  prepare, 
or  compile,  as  well  as  retain. 

(d)  CTlass  A  companies  shall  keep  all 
of  the  accounts  of  this  sjrstem  of  ac¬ 
counts  which  are  appUcable  to  their  op¬ 
erations.  No  imiform  system  of  accounts 
is  prescribed  for  Class  B  companies. 

PART  1240— CLASSES  OF  CARRIERS 

Amend  part  1240,  Classes  of  Carriers, 
as  follows: 

The  texts  of  §8  1240.1,  1240.2,  1240.3, 
1240.4,  1240.5  and  1240.6  are  revised  to 
read  as  follows: 

Subpart  A — Railroads 
§  1240.1  Oassification  of  raO  carriers. 

(a)  For  the  purpose  of  annual,  other 
periodical  and  special  reports,  commenc¬ 
ing  with  reports  for  the  year,  quarter  or 
month  beginning  January  1,  1975,  and 
thereafter  until  further  ordered,  operat¬ 
ing  carriers  by  railroad  subject  to  the 
provisions  of  Part  I  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Art  shall  be,  and  they  are 
hereby,  grouped  into  the  following 
classes: 

Claaa  I.  Carriers  having  annual  carrier  <^- 
eiatlng  revenues  of  $10  mUllon  ot  more. 

CUut  II.  Carriers  having  annual  carrier  op¬ 
erating  revenues  of  lees  than  $10  million. 

(b)  (1)  The  class  to  which  any  curler 
belongs  shall  be  determined  by  annual 
carrier  operating  revenue.  If  at  the  end 
of  any  calendar  year  such  annual  carrier 
operating  revenue  is  greater  than  the 
maximum  for  the  class  in  which  the  car¬ 
rier  is  classified,  the  carrier  shall  adopt 
the  accounting  and  reporting  require¬ 
ments  of  the  higher  class  in  which  it 
falls.  CHass  n  carriers  shall  adopt  Class 
I  classification  effective  as  of  January  1 
of  the  frtlowlng  year. 

(2)  If  at  the  end  of  any  calendar  year 
a  Class  I  carrier’s  annual  operating  rev¬ 
enue  is  less  than  $10  million,  and  has 
been  for  three  ccmsecutive  years,  the  car¬ 
rier  shall  adopt  the  accounting  and  re¬ 
porting  requirements  for  Class  n  car¬ 
riers.  Such  adoption  shall  be  effective 
as  of  January  1  of  the  folowing  year. 

(3)  The  carrier  shall  notify  the  Com¬ 
mission  of  any  change  in  classification 
by  completing  the  C^arrlnr  Classification 
Form  and  sending  same  to  the  Commis¬ 
sion  by  October  31  of  each  year. 

(4)  Newly  organized  carriers  shall  be 
classified  on  the  basis  their  annual 
carrier  operating  revenues  for  the  latest 
period  of  operation.  If  actual  data  are 
not  available,  new  carriers  shall  be  clas¬ 
sified  on  the  basis  of  thrtr  carrier  operat¬ 
ing  revenue  known  and  estimated  for  a 
year. 

(5)  When  a  business  comblnatioa  oc¬ 
curs.  such  as  a  merger,  reorganization, 
or  consolidation,  the  surviving  carrier 
shall  be  reclassified  effective  January  1 


of  the  next  calendar  year  on  the  basis 
of  the  combined  revenue  for  the  year 
when  tte  combination  occurred. 

(c)  In  unusual  circmnstanoes,  such  as 
partial  liquidation,  and  curtailment  or 
rtlminatlon  of  contracted  services,  where 
the  classiflcatkm  regulations  will  unduly 
burden  the  carriM’.  the  carrier  may  re¬ 
quest  the  Commission  tor  an  exception 
to  the  regulations.  *11115  request  shall  be 
in  writing  specifying  the  conditions  Jus¬ 
tifying  an  exception. 

(d)  In  api^ying  the  classification 
grouping  to  any  switching  or  terminal 
comiiany  which  is  operated  as  a  Joint 
facility  of  owning  or  tenant  railways  the 
sum  of  the  annual  carrier  operating  rev¬ 
enues,  the  Joint  facility  r^t  income,  mid 
the  totals  of  the  Joint  facility  credit  ac¬ 
counts  in  operating  expenses,  shall  be 
used  in  determining  its  class. 

(Sec.  13.  34  Stat.  383,  m  amended;  49  UA.C. 
13.  Interprets  or  Applies  See.  30,  34  Stat.  386, 
as  amended;  49  UA.C.  30) 

Subpart  B — Carriers  by  Water 

§  1240.2  Oassification  of  carriers  by 
water. 

(a)  For  the  purpose  ot  annual,  other 
periodical  and  special  reports,  commenc¬ 
ing  with  reports  for  the  year,  quarter  or 
month  beghmlng  January  1,  1975,  car¬ 
riers  by  water  subject  to  the  provisions 
of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act  shall  be, 
and  they  are  hereby,  grouped  into  the 
following  classes: 

Cla$9  A.  Carriers  bavlng  annual  oarrler 
operating  revenues  ot  $500,000  or  more. 

Class  B.  Carriers  having  annual  carrier 
operating  revenues  of  $100,000  but  leas  than 
$500,000. 

Class  C.  Carriers  having  annual  carrier 
operating  revenues  of  less  than  $100,000. 

(b)  (1)  Tlie  class  to  which  any  carrier 
belongs  shall  be  determined  by  annual 
carrier  operating  revenue.  If  id;  the  end 
of  any  calendar  year  such  annual  carrier 
(gierating  revenue  is  greater  than  the 
maximum  for  the  class  in  which  the  car¬ 
rier  is  classlfled.  the  carrier  shall  adopt 
the  accounting  and  reporting  reqnlre- 
ments  of  the  higher  class  in  which  it 
falls.  For  Class  B  carriers  adi^iUan  of 
Class  A  classification  shall  be  effective  as 
of  January  1  of  the  frtlowlng  year.  For 
Class  C  carriers  adoption  of  a  higher 
classification  shall  be  effective  as  of  Jan¬ 
uary  1  ot  the  second  snooeeding  year. 

(2)  If  at  the  end  of  any  calendar  year 
a  carrier’s  annual  carrier  operating  rev¬ 
enue  is  less  than  the  minimum  of  the 
class  in  which  the  carrier  is  classified, 
and  has  been  for  three  consecutive  years, 
the  carrier  shall  adopt  the  accounting 
requirements  of  the  lower  class  in  which 
the  current  year  revenue  falls.  Such 
adoption  shall  be  effective  as  of  Janu¬ 
ary  1  (ff  the  following  year. 

(3) .  ’The  carrier  shall  notify  the  Com- 
xnlffiicm  of  any  change  in  classification  by 
completing  the  Courier  Classification 
Form  and  siding  same  to  the  Oornmls- 
sion  by  October  31  of  each  year. 

(4)  Any  carrier  which  begins  new  op¬ 
erations  (obtains  operating  authority  not 
previously  held)  or  extoids  its  existing 
authority  (obtains  additional  operating 
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rights)  shall  be  classified  in  accordance 
with  a  reasonable  estimate  of  its  annual 
gross  carrier  operating  revenues. 

(5)  When  a  business  combination  oc¬ 
curs.  such  as  a  merger,  reorganization, 
or  c(msolidation.  the  surviving  carrier 
shall  be  reclassified  effective  Janiiary  1 
<A  the  next  calendar  year  on  the  basis 
of  the  combined  revenue  for  the  year 
when  the  combination  occurred. 

(c)  In  unusual  circumstances,  such  as 
partial  liquidation,  and  curtailment  or 
elimination  of  contracted  services,  where 
the  classification  regulations  will  unduly 
burden  the  carrier,  the  carrier  may  re¬ 
quest  the  Commission  for  an  exception 
to  the  regiilations.  Such  request  shall  be 
in  writing  specifying  the  conditions 
Justifying  an  exertion. 

(Sec.  13,  24  Stat.  383,  as  amended.  54  Stat. 
933;  49  n.S.C.  12,  904.  Interprets  or  Applies 
Sec.  20,  24  Stat.  386,  as  amended,  54  Stat. 
944;  49  UJS.C.  20,  913) 

Subpart  C — Carriers  by  Electric  Railway 

§  1240.3  Classification  of  carriers  by 
electric  railway. 

(a)  For  the  purpose  of  annual,  other 
periodical  and  special  reports  commenc¬ 
ing  with  the  year,  quarter  or  month  be¬ 
ginning  January  1, 1975,  carriers  by  elec¬ 
tric  railway  subject  to  the  provisions  of 
the  Interstate  Commerce  Act  shall  be, 
and  they  hereby  are,  grouped  into  the 
following  classes: 

Class  I.  Carriers  having  annual  carrier  op¬ 
erating  revenues  of  $1  mllUon  or  more. 

Class  II.  Carriers  having  annual  carrier  op¬ 
erating  revenues  of  $250,000  but  less  than  $1 
million. 

Class  III.  Carriers  having  annual  carrier  op¬ 
erating  revenues  of  less  than  $250,000. 

(b) (1)  The  class  to  which  any  car¬ 
rier  belongs  shall  be  determined  by  an¬ 
nual  carrier  operating  revenue.  If  at  the 
end  of  any  calendar  year  such  annual 
carrier  operating  revenue  is  greater  than 
the  maximum  for  the  class  in  which  the 
carrier  is  classified,  the  carrier  shall 
adopt  the  accoimting  and  reporting  re¬ 
quirements  of  the  higher  class  in  which 
it  falls.  Adoption  of  the  higher  classifica¬ 
tion  shall  be  effective  as  of  January  1  of 
the  following  year. 

(2)  If  at  the  end  of  any  calendar  year 
a  carrier’s  annual  carrier  operating  reve¬ 
nue  is  less  than  the  minimum  of  the  class 
in  which  the  carrier  is  classified,  and  has 
been  for  three  consecutive  years,  the 
carrier  shall  adopt  the  accoimting  and 
reporting  requirements  of  the  lower  class 
in  which  it  falls.  Such  adoption  shall  be 
effective  as  of  January  1  of  the  following 
year. 

(3)  The  carrier  shall  notify  the  Com¬ 
mission  of  any  change  in  classification  by 
cmnpleting  the  Carrier  Classification 
Form  and  sending  same  to  the  Commis¬ 
sion  by  October  31  of  each  year. 

(4)  Newly  organized  carriers  shall  be 
classified  on  the  basis  of  their  annual 
carrier  operating  revenues  for  the  latest 
period  of  such  operation.  If  actual  data 
are  not  available,  new  carriers  shall  be 
classifled  on  the  basis  of  their  carrier 
operating  revenue  known  and  estimated 
tor  a  year. 


(5)  When  a  business  combination  oc¬ 
curs,  such  as  a  merger,  reorganization, 
or  consolidation,  the  siundving  carrier 
shall  be  reclassified  effective  January  1 
of  the  next  calendar  year  on  the  basis 
of  the  combmed  revenue  for  the  year 
when  the  combination  occurred. 

(c)  In  unusual  circumstances,  such  as 
partial  liquidation,  and  curtailment  or 
elimination  of  contracted  services,  where 
the  classification  regulations  will  unduly 
burden  the  carrier,  the  carrier  may  re¬ 
quest  the  Commission  for  an  exception  to 
the  regulations.  This  request  shall  be  in 
writing  specifying  the  conditions  justify¬ 
ing  an  exception. 

(Sec.  12,  24  Stat.  383,  as  amended;  49  U.S.C. 
12.  Interprets  or  Applies  Sec.  20,  24  Stat.  386, 
as  amended:  49  U.S.C.  20) 

Subpart  D — Motor  Carriers 

§  1240.4  Oassification  of  motor  carrier!^ 
of  passengers. 

(a)  For  purposes  of  the  accounting 
and  reporting  regulations,  commencing 
with  the  year  beginning  January  1,  1975, 
common  and  contract  carriers  of  pas¬ 
sengers  subject  to  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act  are  grouped  into  the  follow¬ 
ing  classes: 

Class  I.  Carriers  having  annual  carrier 
operating  revenues  (including  interstate 
and  intrastate)  of  $1  mUUon  or  more. 

Class  II.  Carriers  having  annual  carrier 
operating  revenues  (including  Interstate 
and  intrastate)  of  $200,000  but  less  than  $1 
mUlion. 

Class  III.  Carriers  having  annual  carrier 
operating  revenues  (including  Interstate 
and  Intrastate)  of  less  than  $200,000. 

(b)  (1)  The  class  to  which  any  carrier 
belongs  shall  be  determined  by  annual 
carrier  operating  revenue.  If  at  the  end 
of  any  calendar  year  or  accounting  year 
of  13  4-week  periods,  such  annual  carrier 
operating  revenue  is  greater  than  the 
maximum  for  the  class  in  which  the  car¬ 
rier  is  classified,  the  carrier  shall  adopt 
the  accounting  and  reporting  require¬ 
ments  of  the  higher  class  in  which  it 
falls.  For  Class  m  carriers  adoption  of 
Class  n  classification  shall  be  effective 
as  of  January  1  of  the  following  year. 
For  Class  n  carriers  adoption  of  a  higher ' 
classification  shall  be  effective  as  of  Jan- 
iiary  1  of  the  second  succeeding  year 
after  the  carrier  meets  the  minimum 
revenue  limit  for  Class  I. 

(2)  If  at  the  end  of  any  calendar 
year,  or  accounting  year  of  13  4- week 
periods,  a  carrier’s  annual  operating 
revenue  is  less  than  the  minimum  of 
the  class  in  which  the  carrier  is  classi¬ 
fied,  and  has  been  for  three  consecutive 
years,  the  carrier  shall  adopt  the  ac¬ 
coimting  and  reporting  requirements  of 
the  lower  class  in  which  the  current 
year  revenue  falls.  Adoption  of  the  lower 
class  shall  be  effective  as  of  January  1 
of  the  following  year. 

(3)  ’The  carrier  shall  notify  the  Com¬ 
mission  of  any  change  in  claisslfication 
by  completing  the  Carrier  Classification 
Form  and  sending  same  to  the  Commis¬ 
sion  by  October  31  of  each  year. 

(4)  Any  carrier  which  begins  new 
operations  (obtains  operating  authority 


not  previously  held)  or  extends  its  exist¬ 
ing  authority  (obtains  additional  oper¬ 
ating  rights)  shall  be  classified  in 
accordance  with  a  reasonable  estimate 
of  its  annual  gross  carrier  operating 
revenues. 

•  Any  carrier  which  begins  new  opera¬ 
tions  is  required  to  furnish  the  above 
estimate,  including  intrastate,  antici¬ 
pated  interstate  and  local  cartage  reve¬ 
nues,  to  the  Bureau  of  Accounts.  Sec¬ 
tion  of  Reports,  prior  to  the  Issuance 
of  a  certificate  or  permit, 

(5)  When  a  business  combination  oc¬ 
curs,  such  as  a  merger,  reorganization, 
or  consolidation,  the  surviving  carrier 
shall  be  reclassified  effective  January  1 
of  the  next  calendar  year  on  the  basis 
of  the  combined  revenue  for  the  year 
when  the  combination  occurred. 

(c)  In  unusual  circumstances,  such  as 
partial  liquidation,  and  curtailment  or 
elimination  of  contracted  services,  where 
the  classification  regulations  will  unduly 
burden  the  carrier,  the  carrier  may  re¬ 
quest  the  Commission  for  an  exception 
to  the  regulations.  This  request  shall  be 
in  writing  specifying  conditions  justify¬ 
ing  an  exception. 

(Secs.  204,  220,  49  Stat.  546,  as  amended,  563, 
as  amended40  n.8.C.  304, 320) 

§  1240.5  Qassifiralion  of  motor  carriers 
of  property. 

(a)  For  purposes  of  accounting  and  re¬ 
porting  regulations,  commencing  with 
the  year  beginning  January  1, 1975,  com¬ 
mon  and  contract  carriers  of  property 
subject  to  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act 
are  grouped  into  the  following  three 
classes; 

Class  l.  Carriers  having  annuai  carrier  oper¬ 
ating  revenues  of  $3  million  or  more. 

Class  II.  Carriers  having  annual  carrier 
operating  revenues  of  $500,000  but  less  than 
$3  million. 

Class  III.  Carriers  having  annual  carrier 
operating  revenues  of  less  than  $500,000. 

(b)  (1)  The  class  to  which  any  carrier 
belongs  shall  be  determined  by  annual 
carrier  operating  revenue.  If  at  the  end 
of  any  calendar  year,  or  accounting  year 
of  13  4-week  periods,  such  annual  carrier 
operating  revenue  is  •  greater  than  the 
maximum  for  the  class  in  which  the  car¬ 
rier  is  classified,  the  carrier  shall  adopt 
the  accounting  and  reporting  require¬ 
ments  of  the  higher  class  in  which  it 
falls.  For  Class  II  carriers  adoption  of 
Class  I  classification  shall  be  effective  as 
of  January  1  of  the  following  year.  For 
Class  ni  carriers  adoption  of  a  higher 
classification  shall  be  effective  as  of  Jan¬ 
uary  1  of  the  second  succeeding  year. 

(2)  If  at  the  end  of  any  calendar  year, 
or  accounting  year  of  13  4-week  periods 
a  carrier’s  annual  carrier  operating  reve¬ 
nue  is  less  than  the  minimum  of  the  class 
in  which  the  carrier  is  classified,  and  has 
been  for  three  consecutive  years,  the  car¬ 
rier  shall  adopt  the  accounting  and  re¬ 
porting  requirements  of  the  lower  class 
in  which  the  current  year  revenue  falls. 
Adc^tion  of  the  lower  class  shaU  be  effec¬ 
tive  as  of  January  1  of  the  following  year. 

(3)  The  carrier  shall  notify  the -Com¬ 
mission  of  any  change  in  classification 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL  40,  NO.  101— FRIDAY,  MAY  23,  1975 


PROPOSED  RULES 


22563 


by  completing  the  Carrier  Classification 
Form  and  sending  same  to  the  Commis¬ 
sion  by  October  31  of  each  year. 

<4)  Any  carrier  which  begins  new 
operations  (obtains  operating  authority 
not  previously  held)  or  extends  its  exist¬ 
ing  authority  (obtains  additional  oper¬ 
ating  rights)  shall  be  classified  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  a  reasonable  estimate  of  its 
annual  gross  carrier  operating  revenues. 

Any  carrier  which  begins  new  opera¬ 
tions  is  required  to  furnish  the  above 
estimate,  including  intrastate,  antici¬ 
pated  interstate  and  local  cartage  reve¬ 
nues,  to  the  Bureau  of  Accounts,  Section 
of  Reports,  prior  to  the  issuance  of  a 
certificate  or  permit. 

(5)  When  a  business  combination  oc¬ 
curs,  such  as  a  merger,  reorganization,  or 
consolidation,  the  smwiving  carrier  shall 
be  reclassified  effective  January  1  of  the 
next  calendar  year  on  the  basis  of  the 
combined  revenue  for  the  year  when  the 
combination  occurred. 

(c)  In  unusual  circumstances,  such  as 
partial  liquidation,  and  curtailment  or 
elimination  of  contracted  services,  where 
the  classification  regulations  will  unduly 
burden  the  carrier,  the  carrier  may  re¬ 
quest  the  Commission  for  an  exception  to 
the  regulations.  This  request  shall  be  in 
“writing  specifying  the  conditions  jus¬ 
tifying  an  exception. 

(d)  Special  Provisions  for  Carriers 
with  Household  Goods  Operations. 

(1)  For  piuTJOses  of  accounting  and  re¬ 
porting  revenues  and  expenses,  the  rev¬ 
enues  of  common  and  contract  motor 
carriers  of  property,  that  have  household 
goods  operations,  are  categorized  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

Instruction  28B  (household  goods)  Instruc¬ 
tion  27  and  28A  (general  commodity  and 
other) 

Each  category  of  revenue  is  then  classi¬ 
fied  in  accordance  with  the  dollar  rev¬ 
enue  limits  prescribed  in  paragraph  (a) 
and  shall  be  classified  in  accordance  with 
paragraph  (b) .  When  a  carrier  has  both 
household  goods  and  general  commodity 
and  other  revenue,  each  category  shall 
be  classified  (I,  n,  or  m)  to  determine 
the  accoimting  ancl  reporting  regulations 
which  pertain  to  that  category. 

(2)  If  a  carrier  grouped  as  CHass  I  or 
Class  n  carrier  in  accordance  with  para¬ 
graph  (a)  has  operations  in  both  cate¬ 
gories  in  paragraph  (c)  (1)  above,  and 
one  of  the  categories  is  classified  as  Class 
m,  such  revenues  and  expenses  shall  be 
accounted  and  reported  in  accordance 
with  the  regulations  pertaining  to  the 
Class  I  or  Class  n  category. 

(3)  If  a  carrier  grouped  as  Class  II  in 
accordance  with  paragraph  (a)  has  oper¬ 
ations  in  both  categories  and  both  cate¬ 
gories  are  grouped  as  Class  HI  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  paragraph  (c)(1),  such 
revenues  and  expenses  shall  be  accounted 
and  reported  in  accordance  with  the  reg¬ 
ulations  pertaining  to  the  category  with 
the  larger  annual  gross  carrier  operating 
revenues. 

(Secs.  204,  220,  49  Stat.  646,  as  amended  563, 
as  amended:  49  n.S.C.  304, 320) 


Subpart  E — Freight  Forwarders 

§  1240.6  Qassification  for  freight  for¬ 
warders. 

(a)  For  the  purpose  of  annual,  other 
periodical  and  special  reports,  crxnmenc- 
Ing  with  the  year,  quarter  or  month  be¬ 
ginning  January  1.  1973,  freight  for¬ 
warders  subject  to  the  provision  of  Part 
IV  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act,  shall 
be,  and  they  hereby  are,  grouped  into 
the  following  classes : 

Class  A.  Freight  forwarders  having  an¬ 
nual  operating  revenues  of  $100,000  or  more. 

Class  B.  Freight  forwarders  having  annual 
operating  revenues  of  less  than  $100,000. 

(b) (1)  The  class  to  which  any  freight 
forwarder  belongs  shall  be  determined 
by  annual  operating  revenue.  If  at  the 
end  of  any  calendar  year  such  annual 
operating  revenue  is  greater  than  the 
maximum  for  the  class  in  which  the 
freight  forwarder  is  classified,  the  freight 
forwarder  shall  adopt  the  accounting 
and  reporting  requirements  of  the  higher 
class  in  which  it  falls.  For  Class  B  freight 
forwarders  adoption  of  Class  A  classi¬ 
fication  shall  be  effective  as  of  January  1 
of  the  second  succeeding  year. 

(2)  If  at  the  end  of  any  calendar  year 
a  Class  A  freight  forwarder’s  gross  oper¬ 
ating  revenue  is  less  than  $100,000,  and 
has  been  for  three  consecutive  years,  the 
freight  forwarder  shall  adopt  the  ac¬ 
counting  and  reporting  requirements 
applicable  to  a  Class  B.  Such  adoption 
shall  be  effective  as  of  January  1  of  the 
following  year. 

(3)  Freight  forwarders  shall  notify  the 
Commission  of  any  change  in  classifi¬ 
cation  by  completing  the  Carrier  Clas¬ 
sification  Form  and  sending  same  to  the 
Commission  by  October  31  of  each  year. 

(4)  Any  freight  forwarder  which  be¬ 
gins  new  operations  (obtains  operating 
authority  not  previously  held)  or  ex¬ 
tends  its  existing  authority  (obtains  ad¬ 
ditional  operating  rights)  shall  be  clas¬ 
sified  in  accordance  with  a  reasonable 
estimate  of  its  annual  gross  (^lerating 
revenues. 

(5)  When  a  business  combination  oc¬ 
curs,  such  as  a  merger,  reorganization,  or 
consolidation,  the  surviving  freight  for¬ 
warder  shall  be  reclassified  effective  Jan¬ 
uary  1  of  the  next  calendar  year  on  the 
basis  of  the  combined  revenue  for  the 
year  when  the  combination  occurred. 

(c)  In  unusual  circumstances,  such 
as  partial  liquidation,  and  curtailment  or 
elimination  of  contracted  services,  where 
the  classification  regulations  will  unduly 
burden  the  freight  forwarder,  the  freight 
forwarder  may  request  the  Commission 
for  an  exception  to  the  regulations.  Such 
request  shall  be  in  writing  specifying  the 
conditions  justifying  an  exception. 

(d)  Any  freight  forwarder,  at  its  op¬ 
tion,  may  adopt  the  accoimting  require¬ 
ments  of  a  higher  class  than  the  one  in 
which  it  falls.  Notice  of  such  action  shall 
be  promptly  filed  with  the  Commission. 
However,  for  reporting  purposes  the 
freight  forwarder  shall  comply  with  the 


reporting  requirements  of  the  class  ap¬ 
plicable  to  its  annual  gross  operating 
revenue. 

(e)  Under  part  IV  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act  the  observance  of  the 
rules  and  regulations  stated  in  this  sys¬ 
tem  of  accounts  becomes  obligatory  upon 
persons  having  direct  charge  of  the  ac¬ 
counts  of  the  freight  forwarders  con¬ 
cerned,  and  such  persons  will  be  held  re-, 
sponsible  for  their  proper  application. 

(Secs.  403,  412,  66  Stat.  285,  294,  49  V.S.C. 
1003, 1012) 


PART  1249— REPORTS  OF  MOTOR 
CARRIERS 

Amend  Part  1249,  Reports  of  Motor 
Carriers,  as  follows: 

The  text  of  S  1249.15  is  revised  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  1249.15  Quarterly  report  of  freight 
loss  and  damage  claims. 

Commencing  •  with  reports  for  the 
quarter  beginning  January  1,  1975,  and 
for  subsequent  quarters  thereafter,  imtil 
further  ordered,  all  common  and  con¬ 
tract  carriers  of  property  having  annual 
operating  revenues  (including  interstate 
and  intrastate)  of  $1  million,  or  more, 
from  property  motor  carrier  operations, 
shall  compile  and  file  quarterly  reports 
in  accordance  with  Motor  Carrier 
Quarterly  Report  of  Freight  Loss  and 
Damage  Claims,  Form  QL&D.  Carriers 
shall  be  exempt  from  filing  such  quar¬ 
terly  reports  commencing  with  the  year 
immediately  following  the  third  consec¬ 
utive  year  in  which  a  carrier  falls  to  meet 
the  minimum  revenue  qualification.  Such 
quarterly  reports  (which  need  not  in¬ 
clude  data  relating  to  claims  filed  for 
loss  or  damage  to  shipments  transported 
in  armored-truck  service,  as  described  in 
CHasslficatlon  of  Motor  Carriers  of  Prop¬ 
erty.  2  M.C.C.  703,  at  page  712)  shall  be 
fil^  in  duplicate  in  the  office  of  the 
Bureau  of  Accounts,  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission,  Washingtcm,  D.C, 
20423,  within  40  days  after  the  close  of 
each  quarter. 

Carrier  Classification  Form  to  the 

Interstate  Commerce  Commission 

for  the  year  ended  DECEMBER  31,  197-. 
Appendix  I 

CARRIER  CLASSIFICATION  FORM 

This  form  Is  to  be  completed  by  carriers 
to  determine  the  need  for  new  classification 
and  to  serve  as  notification  to  the  Commis¬ 
sion  of  the  effective  date  of  the  new  classi¬ 
fication.  This  form  should  be  returned  to 
the  Commission  by  October  31  of  each  year. 

A.  Provide  data  on  respondent  carrier  in 
blanks  below: 

Name  of  Company _ 


Gross  carrier 

Classification 

Date  operadng 

adopted  by 

revenue 

carrier 

1.  Current  year.„ 

19.—  $.^=:::=r= 

Class.;:3 

a  Previous  year., 

...  19...5  $ - 

Class.. 

$.  Nextixevious 

19..^ 

Class.:.^ 

year. 
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PROPOSED  RULES 


B.  On  the  basis  of  the  information  In  Part  A  above  and  the  applicable  carrier  dasslflca- 
tion  rules  In  40  CFR  1240,  answer  the  questions  by  checking  the  appropriate  box: 

Yea  No 

1.  Does  the  respondent  carrier  qualify  for  reclassification  to  a  higher  class?  □  □ 

X  Does  the  req>ondent  carrier  qiialify  for  reclassification  to  a  lower  class?  □  □ 

If  your  answer  to  eith^  question  Is  “Tee"  complete  the  remainder  of  this  form  and  send 
to  the  commission. 

C.  Based  on  the  Information  In  Parts  A  and  B  above  and  the  applicable  carrier  classifica¬ 
tion  niles  in  49  CFR  1240,  check  the  appropriate  box  relevant  to  your  new  classification: 

Check  one 


1.  Carrier's  new  classification:  box  only 

Class  I  or  Class  A _  □ 

Class  n  or  Class  B -  □ 

Class  III  or  Class  C _  □ 


CEKTinCATION 

Based  on  the  information  provided  in  this  form  I  will  adopt  the  accounting  and  reporting 

requirements  for  Class _ carriers  effective  January  1,  19..,  in  accordance  with  the  provl- 

tions  of  49  CFR  12... 

Signature  of  Affiant _ 

|N.  B.  Motor  carriers  of  property  subject  to  two  classifications  of  operating  accounts  (such 
as  household  goods  carriers  having  general  commodity  and  other  operations)  shall  complete 
one  form  for  each  operation  subject  to  change  in  class,  in  addition  to  the  one  applicable  to 
the  total  operation.] 

(FR  Doc.75-13660  Piled  6-22-76:8:45  am] 
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notices 


This  ssction  of  th«  FEDERAL  REGISTER  contains  documents  other  than  rules  or  proposed  rules  that  are  applicable  to  the  public.  Notices 
of  hearings  and  Investigations,  committee  meetings,  agency  decisions  and  rulings,  delegations  of  authority,  filing  of  petitions  and  applications 
and  agency  statements  of  organization  and  functions  are  examples  of  documents  appearing  in  this  section. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 
Internal  Revenue  Service 
(Order  No.  127;  Rev.  1,  Revocation] 

REGIONAL  COMMISSIONERS.  ET  AL 

Extension  of  Time  for  Making  Certain 
Elections 

May  20,  1975. 

1.  Delegation  Order  No.  127  (Rev.  1) 
delegated  authority  under  26  CFR 
1.9100,  extension  of  time  for  making  cer¬ 
tain  elections,  to  Regional  Commission¬ 
ers,  District  Directors,  and  Service  Cen¬ 
ter  Directors  to  grant  reasonable  exten¬ 
sions  of  time  (not  to  exceed  a  total  of 
240  days)  for  changing  an  election  made 
under  section  165(h)  of  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code  of  1954  beyond  the  date 
that  such  election  becomes  or  became 
irrevocable  which  is  the  later  of  (1)  90 
days  after  the  date  on  which  the  election 
was  made,  or  (2)  March  6,  1973. 

2.  Since  the  last  day  of  any  extension 
of  time  granted  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  Delegation  Order  No.  127 
(Rev.  1)  has  passed,  that  Order  is  no 
longer  necessary, 

3.  Accordingly,  Delegation  Order  No. 
127  (Rev.  1),  issued  September  4,  1973, 
is  hereby  revoked. 

Effective  Date:  May  20, 1975. 

Donald  C.  Alexander, 

Commissioner. 

[FR  Doc.75-13634  PUed  6-22-76:8:45  am] 


(Order  No.  133;  Rev.  1] 

DEPUTY  COMMISSIONER  AND 
DIRECTOR  OF  PERSONNEL 

Authority  To  Grant  Security  Clearances 
May  20,  1975. 

(1)  The  authority  granted  to  the  Com- 
mlssi(mer  of  Internal  Revenue  by  Treas¬ 
ury  Department  Order  No.  82  (Revised 
1-17-73),  for  performing  the  operating 
functions  relating  to  Internal  Revenue 
Service  personnel  security,  including  the 
granting  of  security  clearances  and  the 
denial  or  termination  of  clearances  based 
upon  a  determination  that  they  are  not 
required,  is  hereby  delegated  to: 

(a)  the  Deputy  Commissioner,  as  Per¬ 
sonnel  Security  Officer,  to  grant,  deny 
and  terminate.  Top  Secret,  Secret,  and 
Confidential  security  clearances  for  offi¬ 
cials-  and  employees  occupying  critical- 
sensitive  positions  as  defined  in  IRM 
1312.32  (to  be  reissued  as  IRM  0736) .  or 
given  critical-sensitive  assignments,  ex¬ 
cept  Top  Secret  security  clearances  for: 

1.  Presidential  appointees  requiring 
confirmation  by  the  Senate; 


2.  Occupants  of  Executive  level  posi- 
Uons  (Commissioner,  Deputy  Commis¬ 
sioner  and  Chief  Counsel) ; 

(b)  The  Director,  Personnel  Division, 
to  grant,  deny  and  terminate  Secret  or 
Confidential  security  clearances  for  of¬ 
ficials  and  employees  occupying*  other 
than  critical-sensitive  positions  or  on 
other  than  critical-sensitive  assign¬ 
ments. 

(2)  The  authority  granted  in  1(a) 
may  be  redelegated  to  the  Assistant  to 
the  Deputy  Commissioner;  the  authority 
granted  in  Kb)  may  not  be  redelegated. 

(3)  The  authority  to  deny  or  termi¬ 
nate  clearances  granted  in  both  1(a)  and 
Kb)  includes  only  the  denial  or  termi¬ 
nation  of  a  clearance  based  upon  the 
determination  that  the  clearance  is  not 
required.  The  authority  to  terminate 
(deny  or  withdraw)  clearances  based 
upon  security  implications  is  not  granted 
by  this  Delegation  Order.  Such  authority 
is  held  by  the  Director  of  Personnel,  De¬ 
partment  of  the  Treasury,  as  delegated 
by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  and 
the  Assistant  Secretary  for  Administra¬ 
tion. 

(4)  Delegation  Order  No.  133,  issued 
April  20, 1973,  is  superseded. 

Effective  Date:  May  20, 1975, 

Donald  C.  Alexander, 
Commissioner. 

(FR  Doc.76-13536  Filed  6-22-76;8:46  am] 


Office  of  the  Secretary 

(Legal  Division  Order  No.  6  (Rev.  1)] 

CHIEF  COUNSELS,  BUREAU  OF  ALCOHOL, 

TOBACCO,  AND  FIREARMS  AND 
UNITED  STATES  CUSTOMS  SERVICE 

Delegation  of  Authority 

April  28,  1975. 

To  include  a  provision  which  was  in¬ 
advertently  omitted  from  section  4, 
Persoimel,  of  Legal  Division  Order  No.  6, 
dated  December  19,  1974,  and  to  remove 
an  ambiguity  from  subsection  (a)  of 
section  4,  I  have  determined  that  an 
appropriate  amendment  should  be 
adopted. 

Accordingly,  under  the  authority 
vested  in  me  as  General  Counsel  for  the 
Department  of  the  Treasury,  including 
the  authority  derived  from  Treasury  De¬ 
partment  Order  No.  190  (Rev.),  section 
4,  Personnel,  of  Legal  Division  Order  No. 
6  Is  hereby  amended : 

By  striking  from  subsection  (a)  “and 
(3)  demotion  or  separation  of  attorneys” 
and  Inserting  in  lieu  thereof  “(3)  the 
reassignment  or  transfer  of  attorneys 
above  OS-14,  and  (4)  the  classification, 
demotion  or  separation  of  attorneys”; 
and 


By  adding  a  new  subsection  (d)  read¬ 
ing  as  follows:  “(d)  To  act  under  the 
appropriate  personnel  directives  in  con¬ 
ducting  personnel  actions  with  respect  to 
employees  other  than  attorneys.” 

[seal]  Richard  R.  Albrecht, 
General  Counsel. 

(FR  Doc.76-13645  Filed  6-22-76;8:46  am] 


(Legal  Division  Order  No.  7  (Rev.  1)  ] 

CHIEF  COUNSELS,  OFFICE  OF  FOREIGN 

ASSETS  CONTROL,  BUREAU  OF  THE 

PUBLIC  DEBT,  AND  OFFICE  OF  REVE¬ 
NUE  SHARING 

Delegation  of  Authority 

April  28, 1975. 

To  remove  an  ambiguity  from  section 
4(a),  Personnel,  of  Legal  Division  Order 
No.  7,  dated  December  19,  1974,  I  have 
determined  that  an  appropriate  amend¬ 
ment  should  be  adopted. 

Accordingly,  under  the  authority 
vested  in  me  as  General  Counsel  for  the 
Department  of  the  Treasury,  including 
the  authority  derived  from  Treasury  De¬ 
partment  Order  No.  190  (Rev.) ,  subsec¬ 
tion  (a)  of  section  4,  Personnel,  of  Legal 
Division  Order  No.  7  is  hereby  amended 
by  striking  “and  (3)  demotion  or  sepa¬ 
ration  of  attorneys”  and  inserting  in  lieu 
thereof  “(3)  the  reassignment  or  trans¬ 
fer  of  attorneys  above  GS-14,  and  (4) 
the  classification,  demotion  or  separa¬ 
tion  of  attorneys”. 

[seal]  Richard  R.  Albrecht, 

General  Counsel. 

(FR  Doc.76-13544  Filed  6-22-76:8:45  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

National  Park  Service 

MIDWEST  REGIONAL  ADVISORY 
COMMITTEE 

Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given  in  accordance 
with  Pub  L.  92-463  that  the  Midwest  Re¬ 
gional  Advisory  Committee  of  the  Na¬ 
tional  Park  Service  will  meet  June  9,  10 
and  11  at  International  Falls,  Minnesota. 

The  Committee  was  established  pursu¬ 
ant  to  Pub.  L.  91-383  to  provide  for  the 
free  exchange  of  ideas  between  the  Na¬ 
tional  Park  Service  and  the  public  and  to 
facilitate  the  solicitation  of  advice  or 
other  counsel  from  members  of  the 
public  on  pri^rams  and  problems  perti¬ 
nent  to  the  Midwest  Region  of  the  Na¬ 
tional  Park  Service. 

The  members  of  the  Committee  are: 

Honorable  Robert  W.  Berrey  ni  (Chairman) 
Mrs.  Mildred  Curtis 
Mr.  Norman  O.  Duke 
Mr.  John  J.  Franke,  Jr. 
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Mr.  Olenn  C.  Oregg 
Mr.  Fred  D.  Hartley 
Mr.  Lewis  W.  Jones 
Mr.  WUlUm  L.  Lieber 
Mr.  Erwin  D.  Slas 

On  Monday  afternoon,  June  9,  Uie  Com¬ 
mittee  will  meet  for  briefings.  On  Tues¬ 
day  it  will  tour  a  portion  of  Voyageurs 
National  Park  and  in  the  evening  will 
conduct  a  public  meeting  on  the  draft 
master  plan  for  the  park.  On  Wednes¬ 
day  it  will  hold  a  business  meeting.  The 
Wednesday  session  would  be  appropriate 
for  the  appearance  of  anyone  with  busi¬ 
ness  with  the  Committee  other  than 
presentation  of  comments  on  the  master 
plan. 

The  Monday  meeting  will  be  at  3  p.m. 
in  the  dining  room  of  Island  View  Lodge 
10  miles  east  of  International  Falls  on 
State  Highway  11.  Space  will  be  limited 
and  only  about  15  members  of  the  public 
can  be  accommodated.  The  Committee 
will  be  briefed  on  jurisdiction  in  the  Na¬ 
tional  Parks,  regional  influence  on  nat¬ 
ural  resource  management  in  the  Great 
Lakes  Parks,  the  Michigan  Department 
of  Natiural  Resources  proposal  for  a 
lamprey  weir  on  Miners  River  in  Pic¬ 
tured  Rocks  National  Lakeshore,  and  the 
Voyageurs  National  Park  Master  Plan. 

At  7:30  p.m.  on  Jime  10  the  Commit¬ 
tee  will  conduct  a  public  meeting  to 
record  comments  on  the  draft  master 
plan  for  Voyageurs  National  Park. 
The  meeting  will  be  in  the  theater  of 
Rainy  River  Commimity  College  at  the 
west  edge  of  International  Palls  on 
U.S.  Highway  71.  The  theater  will  seat 
approximately  200. 

At  8:30  a.m.  on  June  11  the  Commit¬ 
tee  will  meet  at  the  Holiday  Inn  on  U.S. 
Highway  71  at  the  west  edge  of  Inter¬ 
national  Falls.  The  meeting  will  be  open 
to  the  public.  The  meeting  room  will  ac- 
ccHnmodate  approximately  75  persons. 

Those  interested  in  making  a  presen¬ 
tation  at  the  master  plan  meeting  the 
evening  of  Jime  10  may  register  at  the 
door.  Those  who  wish  to  app)ear  before 
the  Committee  on  June  11  should  make 
their  requests  to  the  official  listed  below 
by  8:30  a.m.  on  that  date.  Those  who 
wish  to  file  wrritten  statements  in  con¬ 
nection  with  any  of  the  business  of  the 
Committee  may  do  so. 

Further  information  concerning  this 
meeting  may  be  obtained  from  Bill  W. 
Dean,  Associate  Regional  Director,  Co¬ 
operative  Activities,  Midwest  Region,  Na¬ 
tional  Park  Service,  1709  Jackson  Street, 
Omaha,  Nebraska  68102,  telephone  area 
code  402,  221-3481.  Minutes  of  the  meet¬ 
ing  wrill  be  available  for  public  inspection 
and  copying  four  weeks  after  the  meet¬ 
ing  at  the  Midwest  Regional  Office,  Na¬ 
tional  Park  Service,  1709  Jackson  Street, 
Omaha,  Nebraska. 

Dated:  May  13,  1975. 

Merrill  D.  Beal, 
Regional  Director,  Midwest 
Region,  National  Park  Service. 

[FB  ix>c.78-isei9  FUed  6-23-75:8:45  am] 


NOTICES 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Forest  Service 

FOREST  RESEARCH  ADVISORY 
COMMITTEE.  ORONO,  MAINE 

Meeting 

The  Forest  Research  Advisory  Cewn- 
mittee,  Orono,  Maine  will  meet  from 
10  a.m.  to  4  p.m.  on  June  12,  1975  at  the 
Federal  Building  on  the  University  of 
Maine  Campus,  Orono,  Maine. 

The  purpose  of  this  meeting  is  to  de¬ 
scribe  and  discuss  the  current  research 
program  of  the  NEPES  Orono  Work  Unit. 

The  meeting  will  be  opten  to  the  public. 
Persons  who  wish  to  attend  shovild  notify 
Barton  M.  Bliun,  U.S.  Forest  Service, 
Northeastern  Forest  Experiment  Station, 
Federal  Building,  University  of  Maine, 
Orono,  Maine  04473,  telephone  866- 
4140. 

F.  Bryan  Clark, 
Station  Director. 

May  19,  1975. 

[FR  Doc.75-13614  Filed  5-22-75;8;45  am] 


NORTHEASTERN  FORESTRY  RESEARCH 
ADVISORY  COMMITTEE 

Meeting 

The  Northeastern  Forestry  Research 
Advisory  Committee  will  meet  8:30  a.m.- 
6  p.m.,  Jime  19;  8:30  a.m.-12  noon, 
June  20,  1975  at  the  Preston  Hill  Inn, 
Middlebury,  Connecticut. 

The  purpose  of  this  meeting  is  to  en¬ 
able  Advisory  Committee  members  to  be 
briefed  on  the  USDA  Gypsy  Moth  Re¬ 
search  Development  and  Application 
Program  with  special  emphasis  on  the 
research  phase.  Forest  Service  scientists 
located  at  the  Hamden  Laboratory, 
Hamden,  Conn.,  have  been  assign^ 
major  responsibility  for  this  research 
activity  and  wrill  participate  in  this  meet¬ 
ing. 

The  meeting  will  be  open  to  the  public. 
Persons  who  wish  to  attend  should  notify 
Dr.  F.  B.  Clark,  Northeastern  Forest  Ex¬ 
periment  Station,  U.S.  Forest  Service, 
6816  Market  St.,  Upper  Darby,  Pa.  19082; 
Telephone  No.  215/597-3715.  Written 
statements  may  be  filed  with  the  commit¬ 
tee  after  the  meeting. 

F.  B.  Clark, 
Director. 

May  19,  1975. 

[FR  Doc.76-13616  FUed  6-22-75:8:46  am] 


Soil  Conservation  Service 
BIG  CREEK  WATERSHED.  MISSISSIPPI 
Availability  of  Negative  Declaration 
Pursuant  to  section  102(2)  (C)  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969,  and  S  1500.6(e)  of  the  Council  on 
Environmental  Quality  Guidelines  (38 
FR  20550)  August  1, 1973;  and  S  650.8(b) 
(3)  of  the  Soil  Conservation  Service 
Guidelines  (39  FR  19651)  June  3,  1974; 
the  Soil  Conservation  Service,  U.S.  De¬ 


partment  of  Agriculture,  gives  notice  that 
an  environmental  impact  statement  is 
not  being  prepared  for  the  Big  Creek 
Watershed,  Jasper,  Jones,  and  Smith 
Counties,  Mississippi. 

The  environmental  assessment  of  this 
federal  action  indicates  that  the  project 
will  not  create  significant  adverse  local, 
regional,  or  national  impacts  on  the  en¬ 
vironment  and  that  no  significant  con¬ 
troversy  is  associated  with  the  project. 
As  a  result  of  these  findings,  Mr.  W.  L. 
Heard,  State  Conservationist,  Soil  Con¬ 
servation  Service,  Room  590,  Milner 
•  Building,  P.O.  Box  610,  Jackson,  Missis¬ 
sippi  39205,  has  determined  that  the 
preparation  and  review  of  an  environ¬ 
mental  impact  statement  is  not  needed  at 
this  time  for  this  project. 

The  project  concerns  a  plan  for  water¬ 
shed  protection  and  flood  prevention. 
The  remaining  planned  works  of  im¬ 
provement  as  described  in  the  Negative 
Declaration  include  conservation  land 
treatment  supplemented  by  floodwater 
retarding  structures  and  1.5  miles  of 
channel  work.  This  channel  work  con¬ 
sists  of  snagging  only  and  is  on  an 
intermittent  natural  stream. 

T^e  environmental  assessment  file  is 
available  for  inspection  during  regular 
working  hours  at  the  following  location: 

Sou  Conservation  Service,  USDA,  Room  690, 

Milner  BuUdlng,  P.O.  Box  610,  Jackson, 

Mississippi  39205. 

The  negative  declaration  is  available 
for  single  copy  requests  at  the  above 
address,- 

No  administrative  action  on  imple¬ 
mentation  of  the  proposal  will  be  taken 
until  June  9,  1975. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  No.  10.904,  National  Archives  Reference 
Services.) 

William  B.  Davey, 
Deputy  Administrator  for  Water 
Resources,  Soil  Conservation 
Service. 

May  19,  1975. 

(FR  Doc.75-13626  FUed  5-22-75; 8: 45  am] 


SPRING  CREEK  WATERSHED  PROJECT, 
NEBRASKA 

Availability  of  Negative  Declaration 

Pursuant  to  section  102(2)  (C)  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1069;  S  1500.6(e)  of  the  Council  on  En- 
vironmoital  Quality  Guidelines  (38  FR 
20550)  August  1,  1973;  and  S  650.8(b)  (3) 
of  the  Soil  Conservation  Service  Guide¬ 
lines  (39  FR  19651)  June  3, 1974;  the  Soil 
Conservation  Service,  U.S.  Department 
of  Agriculture,  gives  notice  that  an  en¬ 
vironmental  impact  statement  is  not  be¬ 
ing  prepared  for  the  Spring  Creek 
Watershed  Project,  Johnson,  Otoe,  and 
Nemaha  Counties,  Nebraska. 

The  environmental  assessment  of  this 
federal  action  indicates  that  the  project 
win  not  create  significant  adverse  local, 
regional,  or  national  Impacts  on  the  en¬ 
vironment  and  that  no  significant  con¬ 
troversy  is  associated  with  the  project. 
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As  a  result  of  these  findings,  Mr,  Wilson 
J.  Parker,  State  Conservationist,  Soil 
Conservation  Service,  USDA,  134  South 
12th  Street,  Room  604,  Lincoln,  Nebraska 
68508,  has  determined  that  the  prepara¬ 
tion  and  review  of  an  environmental  im¬ 
pact  .statement  is  not  needed  for  this 
project. 

The  project  concerns  a  plan  for  water¬ 
shed  protection  and  fiood  prevention. 
The  remaining  planned  works  of  im¬ 
provement  as  described  in  the  negative 
declaration  include  conservation  land 
treatment  supplemented  by  three  single 
purpose  fioodwater  retarding  structures 
and  nine  grade  stabilization  structures. 

The  environmental  assessment  file  is 
available  for  inspection  during  regular 
working  hours  at  the  following  location: 

SoU  Conservation  Service,  USDA,  134  South 

12th  Street,  Room  604,  Lincoln,  Nebraska 

68508. 

Single  copy  requests  for  the  negative 
declaration  should  be  sent  to  the  above 
address. 

No  administrative  action  on  imple¬ 
mentation  of  the  proposal  will  be  taken 
until  June  9,  1975. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  No.  10.904,  National  Archives  Reference 
Services.) 

William  B.  Davey, 
Deputy  Administrator  for  Water 
Resources.  Soil  Conservation 
Service. 

May  16, 1975. 

[PR  Doc.76-13616  Filed  5-22-75;8:45  amj 


STONEY  CREEK  WATERSHED  PROJECT, 
NORTH  CAROLINA 

Availability  of  Final  Environmental  Impact 
Statement 

Pursuant  to  section  102(2)  (C)  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969;  Part  1500  of  the  Council  on  En¬ 
vironmental  Quality  Guidelines  (38  FR 
20550,  August  1,  1973) ;  and  Part  650  of 
the  Soil  Conservation  Service  Guidelines 
(39  PR  19650,  June  3,  1974);  the  Soil 
Conservation  Service,  U.S.  Department 
of  Agriculture,  has  prepared  a  final  en¬ 
vironmental  impact  statement  (EIS)  for 
the  Stoney  Creek  Watershed  Project, 
Wayne  County,  North  Carolina,  USDA- 
SCS-EIS-WS-(  ADM)  -75-01  (F)  -NC. 

The  EIS  concerns  a  plan  for  watershed 
protection,  fiood  prevention,  and  recrea¬ 
tion.  The  planned  works  of  improvement 
provide  for  conservation  land  treatment, 
2.1  miles  of  channel  modification  on  a 
previously  modified  perennia,!  stream,  3 
multipurpKJse  reservoirs  with  capacity  for 
fioodwater  retarding  and  recreation. 

The  final  EIS  has  been  filed  with  the 
Council  on  Environmental  Quality. 

A  limited  supply  is  available  at  the 
following  location  to  fill  single  copy  re¬ 
quests:  Soil  Conservation  Service,  USDA, 
P.O.  Box  27307,  Raleigh,  North  Carolina 
27611. 


(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assldtanee  Pro¬ 
gram  No.  10.904  National  Archives  Reference 
Services.) 

William  B.  Davey. 
Deputy  Administrator  for  Water 
Resources,  Soil  Conservation 
Service. 

May  16,  1975 

(FR  Doc.75-13617  Plied  5  22  -70:8:45  am| 


WEST  UPPER  MAPLE  RIVER  WATERSHED 
PROJECT,  MICHIGAN 

Availability  of  Final  Environmental  Impact 
Statement 

Pursuant  to  section  102(2)  (C)  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969;  Part  1500  of  the  Council  on  En¬ 
vironmental  Quality  Guidelines  (38  FR 
20550,  August  1,  1973) ;  and  Part  650  of 
the  Soil  Conservation  l^rvice  Guidelines 
(39  FR  19650,  June  3,  1974);  the  Soil 
Conservation  Service,  U.S.  Department 
of  Agriculture,  has  prepared  a  final  en¬ 
vironmental  impact  statement  (EIS)  for 
the  West  Upper  Maple  River  Watershed 
Project,  Clinton  and  Gratiot  Counties, 
Michigan,  USDA-SCS-EIS-WS-(ADM)- 
75-1  (F) -MI. 

The  EIS  concerns  a  plan  for  water¬ 
shed  protection,  fiood  prevention,  im¬ 
proved  drainage  on  agricultural  land, 
and  public  fish  and  wildlife  development. 
The  planned  works  of  improvement  pro¬ 
vide  for  conservation  land  treatment,  9.5 
miles  of  levees,  9.2  miles  of  collection 
channels,  2  pumping  stations,  1.8  miles  of 
channel  dredging,  1.1  miles  of  channel 
snagging,  and  public  fish  and  wildlife 
development  with  recreational  facilities. 

The  1.8  miles  of  suction- type  channel 
dredging  and  1.1  miles  of  chaimel  snag¬ 
ging  will  be  done  on  the  Maple  River,  a 
perennial  stream,  previously  modified 
prior  to  1903.  Collection  channels  are 
new  channels  with  Intermittent  fiows. 

The  final  EIS  has  been  filed  with  the 
Council  on  Environmental  Quality. 

A  limited  supply  is  available  at  the 
following  location  to  fill  single  copy 
requests: 

Soil  (Conservation  Service.  USDA 
1405  South  Harrison  Road 
East  LariSlng,  Michigan  48823 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  No.  10.9(M,  National  Archives  Reference 
Services.) 

William  B.  Davey, 
Deputy  Administrator  for  Water 
Resources,  Soil  Conservation 
Service. 

May  20.  1975. 

[FR  Doc.76-13624  Filed  5-22-75:8:45  am] 


WILL  NEILL  WATERSHED,  MISSISSIPPI 
Availability  of  Negative  Declaration 

Pursuant  to  section  102(2)  (C)  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969,  and  §  1500.6(e)  of  the  Council  on 
Environmental  Quality  Guidelines  (38 
PR  20550)  August  1, 1973;  and  S  650.8(b) 
(3)  of  the  Soil  Conservation  Service 
Guidelines  (39  FR  19651)  June  3,  1974; 


the  Soil  Conservation  Service,  U.S.  De¬ 
partment  of  Agriculture,  gives  notice  that 
an  environmental  impact  statement  is 
not  being  prepared  for  an  Independent 
part  of  the  Will  Neill  Watershed  Project, 
Holmes,  Lefiore,  Carroll,  and  Grenada 
Coimties,  Mississippi. 

The  environmental  assessment  of  this 
federal  action  indicates  that  the  project 
will  not  create  significant  adverse  local, 
regional,  or  national  impacts  on  the  en¬ 
vironment  and  that  no  significant  con¬ 
troversy  is  associated  with  the  project. 
As  a  result  of  these  findings,  Mr.  W.  L. 
Heard,  State  Conservationist,  Soil  Con¬ 
servation  Service,  Room  590,  Milner 
Building.  P.O.  Box  610,  Jackson,  Mis¬ 
sissippi  39205,  has  determined  that  the 
preparation  and  review  of  an  environ¬ 
mental  impact  statement  is  not  needed  at 
this  time  for  this  project. 

The  project  concerns  a  plan  for  water¬ 
shed  protection,  fiood  prevention  and 
agricultural  water  management.  The  re¬ 
maining  planned  works  of  improvement 
as  described  in  the  Negative  Declaration 
include  conservation  land  treatment  sup¬ 
plemented  by  21  multiple  purpose  chan¬ 
nels  with  a  total  length  of  about  54  miles. 
Approximately  36  miles  of  this  channel 
work  are  on  ephemeral  altered  streams. 
Seven  miles  is  on  ephemeral  natural 
streams,  10  miles  are  on  intermittent 
altered  streams  and  one  mile  is  on  an 
intermittent  natural  stream. 

The  environmental  assessment  file  is 
available  for  inspection  during  regular 
working  hours  at  the  following  location : 

Soil  Conservation  Service,  USDA 
Room  590,  Milner  Building 
P.O.  Box  610 

Jackson,  Mississippi  39205 

The  Negative  Declaration  is  available 
for  single  copy  requests  at  the  above 
address. 

No  administrative  action  on  imple¬ 
mentation  of  the  proposal  will  be  taken 
until  June  9,  1975. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  No.  10.904,  National  Archives  Reference 
Services.) 

William  B.  Davey, 
Deputy  Administrator  for  Water 
Resources,  Soil  Conservation 
Service. 

May  19.  1975. 

[FR  Doc.75-13625  FUed  5-22-75; 8: 45  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

National  Oceanic  and  Atmospheric 
Administration 
[Docket  No.  B-522] 

ALFRED  J.  SCHEIBENPFLUG 
Application  for  Transfer  of  Fishery 

May  19,  1975. 

Alfred  J.  Scheibenpflug,  75  Fair¬ 
grounds  Road,  West  Kingston,  Rhode  Is¬ 
land  02892,  owner  of  the  MYSTIC  SEA 
purchased  with  the  aid  of  a  Fisheries 
Loan  to  engage  in  the  fishery  for  fish  for 
industrial  uses,  whiting,  cod,  butterfish, 
hake,  flounders,  scup,  squid,  lobsters,  and 
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mackerel  has  requested  permission  to  ex¬ 
tend  his  fishing  operations  to  engage  in 
the  fishery  for  fish  for  industrial  uses, 
whiting,  c^,  butterfish,  hake,  fiounders, 
scup,  squid,  lobsters,  mackerel,  and 
swordfish. 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  16  U.S.C.  742c,  “Fisheries 
Loan  Fund  Procedures”  (50  CFR  Part 
250,  as  revised) ,  and  Reorganization  Plan 
No.  4  of  1970,  that  the  above  entitled 
application  is  being  considered  by  the 
National  Marine  FisheHes  Service,  Na¬ 
tional  Oceanic  and  Atmospheric  Admin¬ 
istration,  Department  of  Commerce, 
Washington,  D.C.  20235.  Any  person  de¬ 
siring  to  submit  evidence  that  the  con¬ 


templated  operation  of  such  vessel  will 
cause  economic  hardship  or  injimy  to 
efficient  vessel  operators  already  operat¬ 
ing  in  that  fishery  must  submit  such 
evidence  in  writing  to  the  Director,  Na¬ 
tional  Marine  Fisheries  Service,  on  or 
before  June  23,  1975.  If  such  evidence  is 
received  it  will  be  evaluated  along  with 
such  other  evidence  as  may  be  available 
before  making  a  determination  that  the 
contemplated  operation  of  the  vessel  will 
or  will  not  cause  such  economic  hardship 
or  injury. 

Roger  W.  Slavin, 
Acting  Director. 

(FR  DOC.7&-13618  Filed  5-22-75;8:46  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH.  EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 


Food  and  E>rug  Administration 
ADVISORY  COMMITTEES 
Notice  of  Meetings 

Pursuant  to  the  Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act  of  October  6,  1972  (Pub.  L.  92- 
463, 86  Stat.  770-776  (5  U.S.C.  App.  I) ) ,  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration  announces 
the  following  public  advisory  committee  meetings  and  other  required  Information  in 
accordance  with  provisions  set  forth  in  section  10(a)  (1)  and  (2)  of  the  act: 


Committee  name  Date,  time,  place  Type  of  meeting  and  contact  person 


1.  Panel  on  Review  of  Gen-  June  23  and  24, 9  a.m.,  Room  3178,  Open  June  23,  9  a.m.  to  10  a.m.,  closed  June  23 
eral  Hospital  and  HEW  North,  330  Independence  after  10  a.m.,  closed  June  24,  William  C.  Dlerk- 

Personal  Use  Devices.  Ave.  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  sheide,  Ph.D.,  (HFK-400),  5600  Fishers  Luie, 

RockvlUe,  Md.  20652,  301-448-2376. 


Purpose.  Reviews  and  evaluates 
available  data  concerning  safety,  effec¬ 
tiveness,  and  reliability  of  general  hos¬ 
pital  and  personal  use  devices  currently 
in  use. 

Agenda.  Open  session:  Interested 
parties  are  encouraged  to  present  in¬ 
formation  pertinent  to  the  classification 
of  general  hospital  and  personal  use  de¬ 
vices  listed  in  this  annoimcement.  Sub¬ 
mission  of  data  is  also  invited  on  the 
tentative  classification  findings  which 
may  be  obtained  from  William  C.  Dierk- 
shelde,  PhX>.,  Ebcecutive  Secretary  (ad¬ 
dress  noted  above).  Those  desiring  to 
make  formal  presratations  should  notify 
Dr.  Dierksheide  in  writing  by  June  20, 
1975.  They  should  submit  a  brief  state¬ 
ment  of  the  general  nature  of  the  evi¬ 
dence  or  arguments  they  wish  to  present, 
the  names  and  addresses  of  proposed 
participants,  references  to  any  data  to 
be  relied  on,  and  also  indicate  the  ap¬ 
proximate  time  required  to  make  their 
comments.  The  devices  to  be  classified  at 
this  meeting  are  as  follows;  heating 
pads,  tiectrlc;  hot  water  bottles;  bure- 
trol;  catheters  and  feeding  tubes; 
chemotherapy  perfusion  units;  i.v.  filters 
micron  .22  and  .45;  i.v.  fluid  infusion 
sets;  infusion  pumps — noninvasive;  in¬ 
fusion  punms  with  pumping  chamber; 
intravascular  catheters;  intravenous 
ceiling  mounts;  intravenous  poles; 
' microdrip  sets;  pump  holders;  stylet; 
umbilical  artery  catheters;  alcohol  pad 
swabs;  applicators,  antiseptic;  applica¬ 
tors,  forceps;  bandages;  cabinet. 


formaldehyde;  cotton  ball;  cotton  swab; 
cotton,  absorbent;  drainage  bags;  dress¬ 
ing  materials;  examination  and  treat¬ 
ment  chair,  manipulative;  eye  pads,  neo¬ 
natal;  gauze,  stockinette;  heat  lamps; 
heating  water  mattress,  neonatal;  infant 
airways,  newborn;  infant  airways, 
premature;  oxygen  hoods,  infant;  plastic 
heat  shields;  poison  kits,  snake  bite;  tape 
measures;  umbilical  cord  ties,  tapes, 
and  clips;  iirine  collector  bags,  U- 
bag,  newborn,  nonsterile;  bed  pans; 
CPR  board:  CTPR  pulsar;  emesis  basin; 
ice  cap;  Kelly  pad;  medicine  glass;  ring 
cutter;  single  and  double  ring  stands; 
transfer  forceps;  urinals;  vacuum 
bottles;  diapers;  highchair;  nipples, 
special,  lambs;  bed  frames;  bed  lights; 
bed,  air  flotation;  bed,  electrical;  bed, 
hydraulic;  bed,  manual  with  chank;  bed, 
silicone;  bed,  tiltable,  nursery;  bed, 
water  fiotation;  blocks,  elevation;  boom, 
overhead:  cabinets,  warming;  chair, 
geriatric;  chair,  geriatric,  rocking; 
cradle,  bed;  crib  top  covers;  croupette; 
foot  board;  foot  rest  with  bed  attach¬ 
ment;  furniture,  invalid  assist;  Iso- 
lettes;  isolettes,  servo  care;  lift,  patient; 
mattress  covers;  open  beds  for  sick  in¬ 
fant;  open  cribs;  patient  rollers;  pro¬ 
tective  restraint  devices;  radiant  heater 
beds;  skin  pressure  protectors;  table 
over  bed;  tent,  pediatric,  aerosol;  inha- 
lator;  Inhalator,  infant;  intermittent- 
positive-pressure  breathing  bags;  is- 
lation  chambers;  nasal  prongs:  resus- 
citator,  infant.  CTlosed  session:  The  panel 
wlU  classify  the  devices  listed  above. 


Committee  name  Date,  time,  place  Type  of  meeting  and  contact  person 


2.  Panel  on  Review  of  Vita-  June  24  and  25,  9  a.m.,  Conference  Closed  June  24,  open  June  25,  9  a.m.  to  10  a.m., 
min,  Minerals  and  Hem-  Room  L,  Parklawn  Bldg.,  5600  closed  June  2S  after  10  a.m.,  Gary  P.  Traaelair, 

■tinic  Drug  Products.  Fishers  Lane,  Rockville,  Md.  (HFD-OIO),  5600  Fishers  Lane,  Rockville,  Md. 

20652,  301-443-4960. 
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Purpose.  Reviews  and  evaluates  all  available  data  concerning  the  safety  and  effec¬ 
tiveness  of  active  Ingredients,  and  combinations  thereof,  of  currently  marketed  non- 
prescrlptlon  drug  products  and  the  adequacy  of  their  labeling. 

Agenda.  Open  session:  Comments  and  presentations  by  Interested  persmis.  Closed 
session:  Continuing  review  of  over-the-counter  drug  products  containing  vitamin, 
mineral,  and  hematinlc  dnig  products. 


Committee  name  Date,  time,  place  Type  of  meeting  and  contact  pereon 


a  Tand  on  Review  of  Ear,  June  30  and  July  ^OSOa.m.,  Rm.  Open  June  30,  9:30  a.m.  to  11  a.m.,  closed  June  30 
Nose,  and  Throat  De-  1400,  FB-S,  200  C  St.  SW.,  Wash-  after  11  a.n^  closed  July  1,  Harry  R.  Sauber- 

vlces.  Ington,  D.C.  man,  (HFK-400).  5600  Fishers  Lane,  Rock¬ 

ville.  Md.  20652,  301^443-3.570. 


Purpose.  Reviews  and  evaluates  avail¬ 
able  data  concerning  safety,  effective¬ 
ness,  and  reliability  of  ear.  nose,  and 
throat  devices  currently  In  use. 

Agenda.  Open  session:  Interested 
parties  are  encouraged  to  present  In¬ 
formation  and  data  on  the  tentative 
classification  findings  of  the  panel 
which  may  be  obtained  from  Harry  R. 
Sauberman,  Executive  Secretary  (ad¬ 
dress  noted  above).  Those  desiring  to 
make  formal  presentations  should  notify 
.Mr.  Sauberman  in  writing  by  June  15, 
1975.  They  should  submit  a  brief  state¬ 
ment  of  the  general  natme  of  the 
evidence  or  arguments  they  wish  to 
present,  the  names  and  addresses  of 
proposed  participants,  references  to 
any  data  to  be  relied  on,  and  also 
Indicate  the  approximate  time  re¬ 


purpose.  Reviews  and  evaluates  all 
available  data  concerning  the  safety  and 
effectiveness  of  active  ingredients,  and 
ccunbinations  thereof,  of  ciurrently  mar¬ 
keted  nonpresciiption  drug  products,  and 
the  adequacy  of  their  labeling. 

Agenda.  Open  session:  Comments  and 
presentations  by  interested  persons. 
Closed  session:  Continuing  review  of 
over-the-counter  drug  products  con¬ 
taining  hemorrhoidal  drug  products 
under  Investigation. 

Agenda  Items  are  subject  to  change  as 
priorities  dictate. 

During  the  open  sessions  shown  above. 
Interested  persons  may  present  relevant 
Information  or  views  orally  to  any  com¬ 
mittee  for  Its  cbnsideration.  Information 
or  views  submitted  to  any  committee  In 
writing  before  or  during  a  meeting  shall 
also  be  considered  by  the  committee. 

A  list  of  committee  members  and  sum¬ 
mary  minutes  of  meetings  may  be  ob¬ 
tained  from  the' contact  person  for  the 
committee  both  for  meetings  open  to  the 
public  and  those  meetings  closed  to  the 
public  in  accordance  with  section  10(d) 
of  the  Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act. 

Most  Food  and  Drug  Administration 
advisory  committees  are  created  to  advise 
the'  Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs  on 
pending  regulatory  matters.  Recom¬ 
mendations  made  by  the  committees  on 
these  matters  are  Intended  to  result  in 
action  under  the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and 
Cosmetic  Act,  and  these  committees  thus 
necessarily  participate  with  the  Com- 


qulred  to  make  their  comments.  The 
devices  to  be  classified  at  this  meeting 
are  as  follows:  Olfactometers  with 
electrodes  (diagnostic),  dlrectoscopes 
(surgical),  and  pneumatic  saws  (surgi¬ 
cal),  Dr.  H.  McChirdy,  panel  chairman, 
will  present  a  report  of  the  May  7  public 
hearing  of  the  HEW  Intradepartmental 
Task  Force  on  Hearing  Aids.  Dr. 
McCurdy  will  also  report  on  Senate 
hearings  held  on  May  20  and  21  on  hear¬ 
ing  aids.  Closed  session:  The  panel  will 
discuss  and  review  possibly  needed  re¬ 
search  in  areas  relating  to  device  clas¬ 
sification.  The  panel  will  review  pro¬ 
posed  labeling  provisions  for  hearing 
aids,  continue  classflcation  of  ear,  nose, 
and  throat  devices,  and  will  review  all 
tentative  classification  results. 


missioner  in  exercising  his  law  enforce¬ 
ment  responsibilities. 

The  Freedom  of  Information  Act  rec¬ 
ognized  that  the  premature  disclosure  of 
regulatory  plans,  or  indeed  Internal  dis¬ 
cussions  of  alternative  regulatory  ap¬ 
proaches  to  a  specific  problem,  could 
have  adverse  effects  upon  both  public 
and  private  Interests.  Congress  recog¬ 
nized  that  such  plans,  even  when  final¬ 
ized,  may  not  be  made  fully  available  in 
advance  of  the  effective  date  without 
damage  to  such  Interests,  and  therefore 
provided  for  this  t3q>e  of  discussion  to 
remain  confidential.  Thus,  law  enforce¬ 
ment  activities  have  long  been  recog¬ 
nized  as  a  legitimate  subject  for  con¬ 
fidential  consideration. 

These  committees  often  must  consider 
trade  secrets  and  other  confidential  in¬ 
formation  submitted  by  particular  manu¬ 
facturers  which  the  Food  and  Drug 
Administration  by  law  may  not  disclose, 
and  which  Congress  has  Included  within 
the  exemptions  from  the  Freedom  of  In¬ 
formation,  product  formulation,  and 
formation  Act.  Such  information  In¬ 
cludes  safety  and  effectiveness  informa¬ 
tion,  product  formulation,  and  manu¬ 
facturing  methods  and  procedures,  all  of 
which  are  of  substantial  competitive 
Importance. 

In  addition,  to  operate  most  effectively, 
the  evaluation  of  specific  drug  or  device 
products  requires  that  members  of  com¬ 
mittees  considering  such  regulatory  mat¬ 
ters  be  free  to  engage  In  full  and  frank 


discussion.  Members  of  ccRnmittees  have 
frequently  agreed  to  serve  and  to  provide 
their  most  candid  advice  on  the  under¬ 
standing  that  the  discussion  would  be 
private  in  nature.  Many  experts  would 
be  unwilling  to  engage  in  candid  public 
discussion  advocating  regulatory  action 
against  a  specific  product.  If  the  com¬ 
mittees  were  not  to  engage  in  the 
deliberative  portions  of  their  work  on  a 
confidential  basis,  the  consequent  loss  of 
frank  and  full  discussion  among  com¬ 
mittee  members  would  severely  hamper 
the  value  of  these  committees. 

The  Food  and  Drug  Administration  is 
relying  heavily  on  the  use  of  outside  ex¬ 
perts  to  assist  in  regulatory  decisions. 
The  Agency’s  regulatory  actions 
uniquely  affect  the  health  and  ssifety  of 
every  citizen,  and  it  is  imperative  that 
the  best  advice  be  made  available  to  it 
on  a  continuing  basis  in  order  that  it 
may  most  effectively  carry  out  its 
mission. 

A  determination  to  close  part  of  an 
advisory  committee  meeting  does  not 
mean  that  the  public  should  not  have 
ready  access  to  these  advisory  commit¬ 
tees  considering  regulatory  issues.  A 
determination  to  close  the  meeting  is 
subject  to  the  following  conditions: 
First,  any  interested  person  may  submit 
written  data  or  Information  to  any 
committee,  for  its  consideration.  This  in¬ 
formation  will  be  accepted  and  wlU  be 
considered  by  the  committee.  Second,  a 
portion  of  every  committee  meeting  will 
be  open  to  the  public,  so  that  Interested 
persons  may  present  any  relevant  in¬ 
formation  or  views  orally  to  the  com¬ 
mittee.  The  period  for  open  discussion 
will  be  designated  in  any  announcement 
of  a  committee  meeting.  Third,  only  the 
deliberative  portion  of  a  committee 
meeting,  and  the  portion  dealing  with 
trade  secret  and  confidential  informa¬ 
tion,  will  be  closed  to  the  public.  The 
portion  of  any  meeting  during  which 
nonconfidentlal  Information  Is  made 
available  to  the  committee  will  be  open 
for  public  participation.  Fourth,  after 
the  committee  makes  Its  recommenda¬ 
tions  and  the  Commissioner  either 
accepts  or  rejects  them,  the  public  and 
the  Individuals  affected  by  the  regulatory 
decision  Involved  will  have  an  op¬ 
portunity  to  express  their  views  on, the 
decision.  If  the  decision  results  in  pro¬ 
mulgation  of  a  regulation,  for  example, 
the  proposed  regulation  will  be  published 
for  public  comment.  CHoslng  a  com¬ 
mittee  meeting  for  deliberations  on  regu¬ 
latory  matters  will  therefore  In  no 
way  preclude  public  access  to  the  com- 
mltt^  Itself  or  full  public  comment  with 
respect  to  the  decisions  made  based  upon 
the  committee’s  recommendation. 

The  Commissioner  has  been  delegated 
the  authority  under  section  10(d)  of  the 
Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act  to  issue 
a  determination  in  writing,  containing 
the  reasons  therefor,  that  any  advisory 
committee  meeting  is  concerned  with 
matters  listed  in  5  U.S.C.  552(b),  which 
contains  the  exemptions  fitxn  the  pub¬ 
lic  disclosure  requirements  of  the  Free¬ 
dom  of  Information  Act.  Pursuant  to  this 


Committee  name  Date,  time,  place  Type  of  meeting  and  contact  person 


4.  Panel  on  Review  of  llcm-  June  30  and  July  1,  0  a.m..  Con-  Open  June  30,  0  a.m.  to  10  a.m.,  closed  June  30 
orrholdal  Drugs.  ference  Room  A.  Parklawn  after  10  a.m.,  closed  July  1,  Gary  P.  Trosclair, 

Bldg.,  .5600  Fishers  Lane,  Rock-  <HFD-610).  5^  Fishers  Lane,  Rockville,  Md. 
viUe,  .Md.  301-443-496a 
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authority,  the  Commissioner  hereby  de¬ 
termines,  for  the  reasons  set  out  above, 
that  the  portions  of  the  advisory  com¬ 
mittee  meetings  designated  in  this  notice 
as  closed  to  the  public  involve  discussion 
of  existing  documents  falling  within  one 
of  the  exemptions  set  forth  in  5  U.S.C. 
552(b),  or  matters  that,  if  in  writing, 
would  fall  within  5  U.S.C.  552(b),  and 
that  it  is  essential  to  close  such  portions 
of  such  meetings  to  protect  the  free  ex¬ 
change  of  internal  views  and  to  avoid 
imdue  interference  with  Agency  and 
committee  operations.  This  determina¬ 
tion  shall  apply  only  to  the  designated 
portions  of  such  meetings  which  relate 
to  trade  secrets  and  confidential  infor¬ 
mation  or  to  connnittee  deliberations. 

Dated:  May  19, 1975. 

A.  M.  Schmidt, 

Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs. 

[FR  Doc.76-13547  PUed  5-22-76:8:46  amj 


[DESI  5378:  Docket  No.  FDCJ-D-582: 

NDA  12-570] 

BAMADEX  SEQUELS 

Denial  of  Hearing  and  Withdrawal  of 
Approval  of  New  Drug  Application 

Hie  Commissioner  of  Pood  and  Drugs 
denies  hearing  and  withdraws  approval 
of  new  drug  application  for  Bamadex 
Sequels,  effective  June  2,  1975. 

In  a  notice  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  August  8,  1970  (35  FR 
12678),  the  Food  and  Drug  Administra¬ 
tion  (roA)  announced  its  evaluation  of 
23  anorectic  drugs,  including  Bamadex 
Sequels  and  Bamadex  Tablets,  NDAs  12- 
570  and  11-280,  held  by  Lederle  Labora¬ 
tories,  Division  of  American  Cyanamid 
Co.,  Pearl  River,  NY  10965,  hereafter 
Lederle. 

The  annoimcement  stated  that  the 
FDA  had  considered  the  reports  of  the 
National  Academy  of  Sciences-National 
Research  Council  (NAS/NRC),  Drug  Ef¬ 
ficacy  Study  Group,  together  with  other 
evidence  and  concluded  that  there  was  a 
lack  of  substantial  evidence  for  several 
claims  but  that  the  listed  drugs  were  re¬ 
garded  as  possibly  effective  for  their 
anorectic  (appetite-suppressant)  claims 
and  for  their  prolonged,  continuous  or 
sustained  release  claims.  Manufacturers 
were  given  60  days  to  revise  their  labeling 
to  delete  those  indications  for  which  no 
substantial  evidence  of  effectiveness  had 
been  found  and  3  months  to  provide  sub¬ 
stantial  evidence  of  effectiveness  for  the 
anorectic  and  sustained  release  claims. 
Finally,  the  notice  advised  that  at  the 
end  of  the  6-month  period,  the  data 
would  be  evaluated  to  determine  whether 
or  not  the  existence  of  substantial  evi¬ 
dence  of  effectiveness  had  been  demon¬ 
strated,  and  if  it  had  not,  procedures 
would  be  initiated  to  withdraw  approval 
of  the  new  drug  applications  pursuant  to 
section  505(e)  of  the  Federal  Food,  Drug, 
and  Cosmetic  Act  (21  U.S,C.  355(e)). 

In  the  issue  of  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  of  August  8,  1970  (35  FR  12652), 
the  Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs 
issued  a  Statement  of  Policy  (21  CFR 


310.504,  formerly  21  CFR  130.46)  r^ard- 
ing  amphetami^  containing  drugs,  in¬ 
cluding  dextroamidietamine.  The  order 
stated  that  the  NAS/NRC  had  found, 
inter  alia,  that  this  class  of  drugs  had  a 
generally  short  term  (a  few  weeks) 
anorectic  effect,  that  there  was  no  evi¬ 
dence  that  they  altered  the  natural  his¬ 
tory  of  obesity,  and  that  they  had  a  sig¬ 
nificant  potential  for  abuse.  The  FDA 
concurred  with  the  NAS/NRC  report 
and,  in  addition,  noted  that  production 
data  indicated  that  amphetamines  were 
manufactured  and  used  in  quantities 
greatly  in  excess  of  demonstrated  medi¬ 
cal  needs.  Accordingly,  the  order  required 
that  such  drugs  be  relabeled  to  refiect 
the  present  state  of  knowledge  concern¬ 
ing  amphetamines,  their  potential  for 
misuse  and  abuse,  and  their  limited 
medical  usefulness.  The  order  was  made 
specifically  applicable  to  combination 
dmgs  which  contained  dextroampheta¬ 
mine. 

In  response  to  the  notice  (DESI  5378) 
of  August  8,  1970,  Lederle  submitted 
three  clinical  studies  for  Bamadex  Se¬ 
quels  (Noble,  Miller,  and  Schein)  and 
three  clinical  studies  for  Bamadex  Tab¬ 
lets  (Trodella,  Parsons,  and  Bowlan), 
together  with  a  list  of  side  effects  and 
combined  statistical  analysis  for  all  six 
studies  and  a  combined  statistical  analy¬ 
sis  for  the  three  clinical  studies  of  Bama¬ 
dex  Sequels. 

Subsequently,  the  Commissioner  is¬ 
sued  a  notice  of  opportunity  for  hearing, 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  of 
February  12,  1973  (38  FR  4279),  covering 
13  anorectic  combinations  including 
Bamadex  Tablets  and  Bamadex  Sequels. 
The  notice  stated  that  the  submitted 
data  had  been  reviewed  and  foimd  not  to 
provide  substantial  evidence  that  the 
drugs  were  effective  as  fixed  combina¬ 
tions  for  their  claimed  uses.  Neither,  the 
notice  continued,  did  the  submitted  data 
support  the  contention  that  the  combi¬ 
nation  products  decrease  the  incidence 
or  severity  of  side  effects  or  lessen  the 
abuse  potential  associated  with  the  sin¬ 
gle  anorectic  ingredient.  Accordingly, 
the  Commissioner  proposed  to  withdraw 
approval  of  the  named  new  drug  appli¬ 
cations  and  invited  holder  (s)  of  new 
drug  applications  and  other  interested 
persons,  including  manufacturers  and 
distributors  of  identical,  related,  or 
similar  products,  to  submit  on  or  before 
March  14, 1973,  a  written  notice  request¬ 
ing  an  opportunity  for  hearing.  Those 
requesting  a  hearing  were  instructed  to 
state  the  reasons  why  approval  of  the 
new  drug  application  ^ovQd  not  be  with¬ 
drawn  and  to  provide  a  well-organized 
and  full  factual  analysis  of  the  clinical 
and  other  investigational  data  that  they 
were  prepared  to  prove  in  support  of  the 
requested  hearing. 

In  the  same  issue  of  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  of  February  12,  1973  (38  FR  4249) , 
the  Statement  of  Policy  regarding  am¬ 
phetamines  for  human  use  (21  CFR  310.- 
504,  formerly  21  CFR  130.46)  was  revised 
to  refiect  that  while  sufficient  data  had 
been  submitted  (in  response  to  the  pre¬ 
vious  Statement  of  Policy)  to  generally 


support  the  anorectic  efficacy  of  single 
entity  amphetamine  drugs,  the  degree 
of  extra  weight  loss  was  small  (a  few 
tenths  of  a  pound  a  week  in  many  cases) , 
variations  were  great,  and  the  rate  of 
weight  loss  decreased  after  the  first 
weeks  of  therapy.  Accordingly,  the  Com¬ 
missioner  concluded  that  single  entity 
oral  dosage  forms  of  amphetamine  or 
dextroamphetamine  were  effective  in 
the  management  of  exogenous  obesity  as 
a  short  term  (a  few  weeks)  adjimct  in  a 
regimen  of  weight  reduction  based  on 
caloric  restriction  for  patients  in  whom 
obesity  is  refractory  to  other  measures. 
The  notice  advised  that  anorectic  combi¬ 
nations  containing  sedatives  or  tran¬ 
quilizers  were  regarded  as  new  drugs  re¬ 
quiring  approved  new  drug  applications 
and  that  ^e  data  in  such  applications 
must  meet  the  requirements  of  21  CFR 
3.86,  fixed  combination  prescription 
drugs  for  human  use. 

On  March  9,  1973,  Lederle  requested  a 
hearing  for  NDA  12-570  covering 
Bamadex  Sequels.  Lederle  did  not  re¬ 
quest  a  hearing  for  Bamadex  Tablets, 
and  the  Commissioner  withdrew  the  ap¬ 
proval  of  the  NDA  for  Bamadex  Tablets 
(NDA  11-280),  notice  of  which  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  of  March 
30,  1973  (38  FR  8290). 

In  its  hearing  request,  Lederle  con¬ 
tends  that  its  submissions  demonstrate 

(a)  that,  with  respect  to  weight  loss, 
Bamadex  Sequels  are  significantly  better 
than  placebo  and  not  significantly  in¬ 
ferior  to  dextroamphetamine  alone,  and 

(b)  that  the  meprobamate  component 
significantly  reduces  the  central  nervous 
svstem  side  effects  attributable  to  the 
dextroamphetamine  component,  Lederle 
also  argues  that  Bamadex  Sequels  must 
be  found  effective  because  meprobamate 
and  dextroamphetamine  have  each  been 
found  by  the  FDA  to  be  effective  as  single 
entities,  and  that  its  product  must  be 
found  safe  because  Bamadex  Sequels 
were  approved  on  the  basis  of  safety  in 
August  1960  and  there  has  been  no  clin¬ 
ical  experience  to  the  contrary  since  that 
time.  Lederle  contends  that  the  addition 
of  meprobamate,  a  schedule  rv  con¬ 
trolled  substance  under  the  Controlled 
Substances  Act  (21  U.S.C.  801  et  seq.)  to 
dextroamphetamine,  a  schedule  n  sub¬ 
stance  imder  the  same  act,  results  in  a 
combination  with  significantly  lower  po¬ 
tential  for  abuse  than  dextroampheta¬ 
mine  alone,  within  the  meaning  of  21 
CFR  3.86(a)  (2). 

Finally,  Lederle  claims  that  the  FDA 
Interpreted  certain  data  in  its  investiga¬ 
tions  in  a  manner  contrary  to  the  obser¬ 
vations  and  reports  of  the  investigators 
who  conducted  the  studies. 

The  Commissioner  has  considered  all 
of  the  material  submitted  by  Lederle  and 
has  concluded  that  there  is  no  genuine 
issue  of  material  fact  requiring  a  hearing 
and  that  the  legal  objections  offered  are 
insubstantial.  A  full  discussion  follows: 

I.  The  Drug 

Bamadex  Sequels  contains  (each  cap¬ 
sule)  a  fixed  ccxnbination  of  15  milli¬ 
grams  dextroamphetamine  sulfate  and 
300  mlllgrams  meprobamate. 
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n.  Recommended  Uses  and  Dosage; 

Rationale  for  the  Combination 

The  labeling  reviewed  by  the  NAS/ 
NRC,  Drug  EfQcacy  Study  Group,  claimed 
that  Bamadex  Sequels  was  useful  in  the 
management  of  obesity,  curbed  appetite 
with  minimal  overstimulation  of  the  cen¬ 
tral  nervous  system,  and  provided  a  sus¬ 
tained  release  of  active  ingredients. 
Lederle’s  present  labeling  retains  the 
claims  with  respect  to  sustained  release 
and  minimal  overstimulation  of  the  cen¬ 
tral  nervous  system,  but  incorporates  the 
changes  required  by  21  Cm  310.504  and 
recommends  Bamadex  only  for  use  in 
exogenous  obesity  as  a  short  term  (a  few 
weeks)  sidjunct  in  a  regimen  of  weight 
reduction  based  on  caloric  restriction. 
The  usual  adult  dosage  of  Bamadex  Se¬ 
quels  is  one  capsule  dally  in  the  morning. 

Lederle’s  rationale  for  the  combination 
is  twofold:  (1)  The  dextroamphetamine 
sulfate  component  provides  an  anorectic 
effect  while  the  meprobamate  counter¬ 
acts  the  overstimulation  which  fre¬ 
quently  accompanies  the  use  of  dextro¬ 
amphetamine  sulfate,  and  (2)  the  addi¬ 
tion  of  meprobamate  to  dextroampheta¬ 
mine  results  in  a  drug  with  a  lower  abuse 
potential  than  dextroamphetamine  alone. 

m.  Data  Submitted  to  Support  Claims 
OF  Effectiveness 

A.  Bamadex  Sequels  studies.  Lederle 
submitted  three  clinical  studies  in  sup¬ 
port  of  the  claimed  effectiveness  of 
Bamadex  Sequels.  These  studies,  with  the 
exceptions  noted  below,  followed  sub¬ 
stantially  identical  protocols;  they  are 
evaluated  as  follows : 

1.  Noble,  Rudolph  E.,  “A  Comparison 
of  Bamadex  Sequels  (15  mg  dextroam¬ 
phetamine  and  300  mg  meprobamate), 
Bamadex  Sequels  Minus  Meprobamate 
(15  mg  dextroamphetamine)  and 
Placebo  on  Weight  Loss  and  Side  Effects 
in  90  Overweight  Patients,”  unpublished 
study,  1971.  In  an  attempt  to  establish, 
inter  alia,  that  patients  on  Bamadex 
Sequels  experience  fewer  adverse  reac¬ 
tions  than  those  who  receive  dextroam¬ 
phetamine  alone  (i.e.,  that  meprobamate 
reduces  the  side  effects  attributable  to 
dextroamphetamine) ,  the  investigator 
selected  90  patients  who  were  20  percent 
overweight  according  to  Metropolitan 
Life  Insurance  Company  Istandards. 
These  were  divided  into  three  equal 
groups  and  randomly  assigned  to  one  of 
three  treatment  regimens  of  Bamadex 
Sequels,  dextroamphetamine,  or  placebo. 
The  first  group  received  Bamadex  Se¬ 
quels  for  21  days,  placebo  for  21  days, 
and  then  Bamadex  Sequels  for  the  final 
21  days;  the  second  received  dextro¬ 
amphetamine  for  21  days,  placebo  for 
21  days,  and  dextroamphetamine  for 
21  days;  the  third  received  a  placebo  for 
the  entire  9-week  period.  Each  patient 
was  instructed  to  take  one  capsule  each 
day  at  least  1  hour  before  breakfast.  Male 
patients  were  placed  on  a  1,500  calorie 
daily  diet;  females  on  a  1,200  calorie 
daily  diet.  Prior  to  entrance  in  the  study 
and  at  3,  6,  and  9  weeks  after  entry  into 
the  study,  patients’  height,  weight,  pulse, 
and  blood  pressure  were  record^  and 
compared. 


This  study  is  not  adequate  and  well- 
controlled  within  the  meaning  of  21  CFR 
314.111(a)  (5)  (11)  (a)  (2)  (iit)  in  that  it 
fails  to  assure  that  test  and  control 
groups  were  comparable  with  respect  to 
the  use  of  drugs  other  than  the  test  drug. 
Thus,  although  the  investigator  under¬ 
took  statistical  analysis  to  assure  that 
the  groups  were  comparable  with  respect 
to  age,  sex,  percent  overweight  distribu¬ 
tion,  and  the  mean  dosage  duration,  no 
such  analysis  was  performed  with  respect 
to  the  use  of  concomitant  medication. 
This  is  always  a  pertinent  variable  and 
particularly  so  in  this  study  where  pa¬ 
tients  were  taking  diuretics  (which  could 
interfere  with  the  effect  of  test  medica¬ 
tion  on  weight  loss)  and  major  tran¬ 
quilizers,  analgesics,  and  antihistamines 
with  sedative  effects  (which  could  inter¬ 
fere  with  adverse  reactions  related  to  the 
central  nervous  system) . 

The  study  fails  to  explain  the  methods 
of  observation  and  recording  of  results 
with  respect  to  side  effects  (21  CFR 
314.111(a)  (5)  (U)  (a)  (3)).  Thus,  no  de¬ 
tails  are  given  as  to  whether  subjects 
were  questioned  as  to  whether  they  ex¬ 
perienced  side  effects  or  whether  only 
the  investigator’s  observations  were 
counted.  If  the  subjects  were  questioned 
regarding  side  effects,  no  details  are 
given  as  to  the  nature  of  the  questions 
asked.  Were  the  questions  only  designed 
to  elicit  dextroamphetamine-like  side 
effects  or  were  they  also  directed  at  un¬ 
covering  meprobamate-tjqie  side  effects? 
Obviously,  it  makes  no  sense  to  claim 
that  the  side  effects  of  dextroampheta¬ 
mine  are  reduced  if  the  other  compo¬ 
nent.  meprobamate,  is  responsible  for 
equally  serious  side  effects  of  its  own. 
Without  details  as  to  how  adverse  reac¬ 
tion  data  were  elicited,  it  is  impossible  to 
determine  if  the  investigators  took  such 
a  possibility  into  accoimt.  Indeed,  with¬ 
out  any  knowledge  as  to  how  data  were 
observed  and/or  recorded,  it  Is  impossi¬ 
ble  to  make  any  meanin^ul  evaluation 
as  to  the  reliability  of  the  study’s  find¬ 
ings. 

Even  if  it  could  be  shown  that  the 
groups  were  comparable  and  that  the 
data  had  been  assembled  and  recorded  in 
a  proper  manner,  the  results  do  not  sup¬ 
port  Lederle’s  contention  that  the  addi¬ 
tion  of  meprobamate  to  the  ccmibination 
decreases  the  incidence  or  severity  of  side 
effects  associated  with  the  primary  Ingre¬ 
dient.  dextrocunphetamlne  sulfate.  Thus, 
although  the  raw  data  showed  that  there 
were  numerically  slightly  fewer  side  ef¬ 
fects  associated  with  patients  on  Bama¬ 
dex  Sequels  (10)  than  there  were  with 
patients  who  used  dextroamphetamine 
alone  (13) ,  Lederle’s  own  statistical  anal¬ 
ysis  demonstrated  that  this  difference 
was  not  statistically  significant  since 
Lederle  stated  that  the  proporticm  of  sub¬ 
jects  reporting  side  effects  was  not  slg- 
nlficsmtly  different  for  the  three  groups. 
In  other  words,  there  was  no  assurance 
that  the  observed  difference  was  not  due 
to  chance.  Lederle  has  failed  to  show  that 
meprobamate  significantly  reduces  the 
number  of  side  effects  attributable  to 
dextroamphetamine  and  consequently 
has  failed  to  demonstrate  that  meprc^- 


mate  enhances  the  safety  of  the  principal 
ingredient,  dextroamphetamine,  within 
the  meaning  of,  and  as  required  by,  21 
(7FR  3.86(a)(1),  and  as  claimed  in  its 
labeling. 

The  study  is  incapable  of  scientifically 
demonstrating  the  anorectic  effective¬ 
ness,  or  lack  thereof,  of  Bamadex  Sequels 
because,  as  shown  ateve,  the  investigator 
failed  to  assure  group  comparability  with 
respect  to  the  use  of  concurrent  medica¬ 
tions  (21  CFR  314.111(a)  (5)  (il)  (c)(2) 
(Hi) ) . 

’The  study  also  fails  to  explain  the 
methods  of  observation  and  recording  of 
weight  loss  data  (21  CJFR  314.111(a)  (5) 
(ii)(a)(3)).  Thus  the  author  does  not 
explain  whether  patients  were  always 
weighed  at  the  same  time  of  day,  whether 
the  menstrual  cycles  of  female  subjects 
was  taken  into  accoimt  and,  more  im¬ 
portantly,  whether  any  analysis  was 
done  to  determine  which  patients,  if  any, 
followed  their  diets.  ’These  factors  cannot 
be  overlooked  in  a  study  designed  to 
measure  weight  loss. 

Using  Lederle’s  criterion  for  satisfac¬ 
tory  weight  loss  (5  or  more  pounds  in 
both  active  drug  phases) ,  Lederle’s  sta¬ 
tistical  analysis  showed  that  Bamadex 
Sequels  patients  did  not  lose  significantly 
more  weight  than  patients  who  took  the 
placebo.  Lederle  also  conducted  a  statis¬ 
tical  analysis  of  the  difference  in  mean 
weight  losses.  ’The  difference  between  the 
Bamadex  and  placebo  groups  were  sta¬ 
tistically  significant  only  at  the  end  of  3 
weeks;  there  was  no  statistically  signifi¬ 
cant  difference  either  for  the  second  <hi- 
drug  period  (7  to  9  weeks)  or  overall  (1 
to  9  weeks) .  Thus,  Lederle’s  own  findings 
are  inconclusive,  and  even  if  they  weren’t, 
they  would  be  scientifically  meaningless 
because  of  the  defects  pointed  out. 

2.  Schein,  M..  "A  Comparison  of  Bam¬ 
adex  Sequels.  Dextroamphetamine  and 
Placebo  on  Weight  Loss  and  Number  and 
’ryp>es  of  Side  Effects  in  90  Overweight 
Patients,”  unpublished  study,  1971.  To 
exclude  climatic  conditions  as  a  factor, 
this  investigator  had  all  90  patients  begin 
the  study  during  the  same  week.  Other¬ 
wise,  this  study  followed  the  same  proto¬ 
col  as  the  just-reviewed  Noble  study.  Ac¬ 
cordingly.  it  too  failed  to  assure  compar¬ 
ability  with  respect  to  the  use  of  other 
drugs  (21  CFR  314.111(a)  (5)  (li)  (a)  (2) 
(Hi)).  Thus,  13  of  the  30  patients  in  the 
Bamadex  group  were  receiving  con¬ 
comitant  medication,  while  6  in  the  am¬ 
phetamine  and  8  In  the  placebo  groups 
were  concurrently  using  other  drugs.  As 
in  the  Noble  study,  there  w'ere  patients 
receiving  anti-inflammatory  agents  with 
analgesic  properties,  antihistamines  with 
sedative  properties,  and  major  tranquil¬ 
izers.  any  of  which  could  Interfere  with 
central  nervous  system  side  effects.  Simi¬ 
larly,  patients  in  the  Bamadex  g^oup  also 
used  thyroid  and  diuretic  drugs  which 
could  also  influence  weight  reduction. 

■nils  study  also  fails  to  explain  the 
methods  of  observation  and/or  record¬ 
ing  of  results  as  required  by  21  CFR 
314.111(a)  (5)  (il)  (a)  (3) .  No  details  are 
given  as  to  whether  subjects  were  ques¬ 
tioned  as  to  whether  they  experienced 
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side  effects  or  whether  only  the  investi¬ 
gator’s  observations  were  counted.  Thus, 
as  before,  there  is  no  way  to  determine 
the  accuracy  or  quality  of  the  data  rat¬ 
ing  to  adverse  reactions,  and  hence  there 
is  no  way  to  scientifically  assess  the  re¬ 
sults.  Although  the  Investigator  reported 
only  one  side  effect  for  the  Bamadex 
group,  a  check  of  the  patient  reports 
showed  that  an  additional  patient.  No. 
222,  experienced  depression  and  had  to 
be  switched  to  other  medications.  This 
indicates  that  the  investigator  had  not 
accurately  observed  and/or  recorded  the 
results  (21  cm  314.111(a)  (5)  (ii)  (a) 
(3) ) .  ThCTe  were  6  patients  in  the  dex¬ 
troamphetamine  group  who  experienced 
side  effects. 

Even  if  these  deficiencies  are  ignored, 
Ledo'le’s  own  statistical  analyst  admits 
that  there  was  no  statistically  significant 
difference  found  in  the  side  effects  re¬ 
ported  for  the  three  groups.  This  study, 
therefore,  fails  to  provide  evidence  that 
meprobamate  ccmtrlbutes  to  the  claimed 
effects  within  the  meaning  of  and  as  re¬ 
quired  by  21  CIFR  3.86(a)(1). 

With  req;>ect  to  the  claimed  anorectic 
effect,  this  study  shares  the  identical 
defects  as  the  Just-reviewed  Noble  study, 
i.e..  the  author  failed  to  assure  group 
comparability  with  respect  to  the  use  of 
concmnitant  medication  (21  CFR  314.111 
(a)  (5)  (ii)  (a)  (2)  (iii) )  and  failed  to  ex¬ 
plain  the  methods  of  observation  and 
recording  of  results  (21  CFR  314.111(a) 
(5)(U)(a)  (3)). 

The  Investigator  initially  defined  a 
“satisfactory”  response  as  a  loss  of  at 
least  9  pounds  for  the  9-we^  period. 
Under  this  definition,  he  found  no  statis¬ 
tically  significant  ^fference  between  the 
three  groups,  i.e.,  the  placebo  group  did 
as  well  as  the  Bcunadex  group.  Accord¬ 
ingly,  a  second,  less  stringent,  standard 
was  adopted  which  defined  “satlsfsu;- 
tory”  response  to  be  a  loss  of  at  least  6 
'Pounds  for  the  first  and  last  3-week 
periods.  Using  this  criterion,  the  results 
of  the  Bamadex  and  dextroamphetamine 
groups  were  found  to  be  statistically  sig¬ 
nificant  when  conn>ared  to  the  placebo 
group,  and  the  differences  tetween 
the  Bamadex  and  dextroamphetamine 
groups  were  not  statistically  tignlficant. 
Lederle’s  statistical  analysis  of  the  mean 
weight  losses  claimed  statistically  sig¬ 
nificant  differences  for  the  Bamadex  and 
dextroamphetamine  groups  over  the 
placebo  group  for  the  end  of  both  active 
treatment  p^ods  (1  to  3  and  7  to  9 
weeks)  and  overall  (weeks  1  to  9) .  How¬ 
ever,  since  the  study  was  not  adequate 
and  well-controlled,  as  discussed  above, 
these  reported  results  are  not  reliable  or 
scientifically  evaluable. 

3.  Miller,  Jerome,  “A  Comparison  of 
Bamadex  Sequels,  Dextroami^etamlne, 
and  Placebo  on  Weight  Loss  and  Side 
Effects  in  90  Patients”,  unpublished 
study,  1971.  This  study  also  followed  the 
basic  protoccd  used  in  the  Noble  and 
Schein  studies  with  only  one  exception: 
To  assure  more  reliable  weight-loss  data, 
followup  weighings  were  done  in  clrciun- 
stances  rimtiar  to  the  original  weighings 
with  reflect  to  time  ol  day,  scales,  and 
clothing. 


As  with  the  previous  studies,  this  study 
failed  to  assure  group  comparability  with 
respect  to  the  concurrent  use  of  other 
drugs  which  coidd  have  interferred  with 
the  central  nervous  S3rstem  side  effects 
and  the  claimed  anorectic  effects  (21 
CFR  314.111(a)  (5)  (ii)  (a)  (2)  (iii)).  Al¬ 
though  the  author  did  explain  that  he 
conducted  the  weighings  at  the  same 
time  of  day  and  under  similar  conditions 
with  regard  to  scales  and  clothing,  he 
failed  to  explain  whether  or  not,  and  if 
so  how,  he  took  into  account  such  vari¬ 
ables  as  caloric  intake  and  menstrual 
cycles  (21  CFR  314.111(a)  (5)  (ii)  (a)  (3) ) . 

For  the  third  consecutive  time,  Le¬ 
derle’s  statistical  analysis  showed  that 
there  was  no  statistically  significant  dif¬ 
ference  between  the  three  groups  with 
respect  to  the  incidence  of  side  effects. 
Therefore,  this  study,  too,  fails  to  provide 
evidence  that  meprobamate  contributes 
to  tile  claimed  effects  within  the  mean¬ 
ing  of  and  as  required  by  21  CFR  3.86 
(a)(1). 

With  respect  to  anorectic  effects,  the 
Investigator’s  own  clinical  evaluation 
showed  that  the  number  of  Bamadex- 
treated  patients  with  an  overall  satisfac¬ 
tory  clinical  (weight  loss)  response  was 
strikingly  similar  to  the  number  for  the 
placebo  group  and  smaller  than  the 
dextroamphetamine  group  (Bamadex 
Sequels,  12;  dextroamphetamine,  20; 
placebo,  10) .  Since  the  placebo  and  Bam¬ 
adex  groups  were  nearly  identical  with 
respect  to  this  variable,  if  anything,  the 
evidence  suggests  that  Bamadex  is  no 
better  than  a  placebo  with  respect  to 
the  claimed  anorectic  effect.  While  the 
statistical  analysis  of  mean  weight  losses 
based  on  averaging  total  weight  loss  over 
all  subjects  shows  that  the  difference  be¬ 
tween  Bamadex  and  placebo  was  sta¬ 
tistically  significant,  this  result  is  at 
odds  with  the  investigator’s  evaluation 
of  the  overall  clinical  re^>onse  based  on 
number  of  subjects  who  lost  weight  and, 
in  any  event,  is  rendered  scientifically 
imrellable  by  the  study’s  failure  to  meet 
the  regulatory  criteria  for  an  adequate 
and  well-controlled  clinical  investigation 
(21  CFR  314.111(a)  (5)  (ID). 

Lederle’s  own  investigations  and  analy¬ 
ses  of  the  Bamadex  Sequels  studies  not 
only  fail  to  substantiate  its  rationale  for 
the  combination,  but  affirmatively  dem¬ 
onstrate  that  meprobamate  does  not  re¬ 
duce  the  incidence  of  side  effects  attrib¬ 
utable  to  the  principal  ingredient,  dex¬ 
troamphetamine.  Moreover,  using  the 
clinical  response  data,  only  one  study 
(Schein)  shows  that  the  difference  in 
anorectic  effect  between  Bamadex  and 
placebo  was  statistically  significant,  and 
in  that  case  the  invesUgaUx'  was  forced 
to  lower  his  initial  criterion  of  “satis¬ 
factory”  to  find  a  statistically  significant 
difference. 

B.  Bamadex  Tablets  studies.  Lederle 
also  conducted  three  clinical  stupes 
with  Bamadex  Tablets  (5  mg  dextroam¬ 
phetamine  and  400  mg  meprobamate). 
Since  both  Bamadex  ’Tablets  and  Bama¬ 
dex  Sequels  contain  the  ssune  active  in¬ 
gredients  and  are  recommoaded  by  their 
re)q?ective  labels  for  the  same  indication. 


l.e.,  as  a  short  term  adjunct  in  the  treat¬ 
ment  of  exogenous  obesity,  and  since 
Lederle  in  its  request  for  hearing  dated 
March  9,  1973,  relied  upon  a  listing  of 
side  effects  and  a  combined  statistical 
analysis  of  data  from  the  three  Bamadex 
Sequels  studies  and  three  studies  of 
Bamadex  Tablets,  the  three  Bamadex 
Tablets  studies  are  relevant  to  Lederle’s 
request  for  a  hearing.  With  the  exception 
of  the  dosage  schedule  (one  tablet  three 
times  dally),  these  studies  followed  the 
protocol  used  in  the  Bamadex  Sequels 
studies.  ’The  results  are  summarized  as 
follows: 

1.  Parsons,  W.  B.,  "Comparative  Effi¬ 
cacy  of  Bamadex  Tablets  (400  mg  me¬ 
probamate  and  5  mg  dextroamcdieta- 
mine),  Bamadex  Minus  Meprobamate, 
and  Placebo  in  the  Control  of  Obesity 
and  Measurement  of  Side  Effects,”  un¬ 
published  study,  1971.  This  study  is  not 
adequate  and  well-controlled  within  the 
meaning  of  21  CFR  314.111(a)  (5)  (U)  (a) 
(2)  (iii)  in  that  it  failed  to  assure  that 
the  test  and  control  groups  were  com¬ 
parable  with  respect  to  the  use  of  drugs 
other  than  the  test  drug.  Seventeen  of 
28  patients  in  the  Bamadex  group,  18  of 
27  patients  in  the  dextroamphetamine 
group,  and  15  of  29  patients  in  the  pla¬ 
cebo  group  were  concurrently  u^g 
drugs  other  than  the  test  drug.  Concur¬ 
rent  medication  included  diuretics  and 
tranquilizers  which  could  affect  the  re¬ 
sults  of  a  study  designed  to  measure  the 
anorectic  effect  and  the  incidence  of  ad¬ 
verse  reactions  related  to  the  central 
nervous  system. 

The  Investigators  failed  to  explain  the 
methods  of  observation  and  recording  of 
results  with  respect  to  side  effects  (21 
CFR  314.111(a)  (5)  (ii)  (a)  (3)).  No  de¬ 
tails  are  given  as  to  whether  subjects 
were  questioned,  as  to  whether  they  ex¬ 
perienced  side  effects,  or  whether  only 
the  investigators’  observations  were 
counted. 

’This  study  also  falls  to  provide  smy 
statistical  analysis  of  the  anorectic  data 
and  thus  does  not  comply  with  21  C7FR 
314.111(a)  (5)(il)(a)(5). 

Even  if  the  defects  above,  which  render 
the  study  not  adequate  and  well-con- 
trolled  within  the  meaning  of  21  CFR 
314.111(a)  (5)  (ii),  are  Ignored,  the  re¬ 
sults  do  not  support  Lederle’s  contention 
that  the  Addition  of  meprobamate  to  the 
combination  decreases  the  incidence  or 
severity  of  side  effects  associated  with 
the  primary  ingredient,  dextroampheta¬ 
mine  sulfate. 

The  results  of  this  study  showed  a 
markedly  higher  occmrence  of  side  ef¬ 
fects  with  Bamadex  than  with  either 
dextroamphetamine  alone  or  placebo.  Of 
the  patients  who  took  Bamadex  ’Tablets, 
10  reported  side  effects  while  only  one  in 
the  dextroamphetamine  and  4  in  the 
placebo  group  showed  adverse  reactions. 
Since  the  Bamadex  ’Tablets  contain  more 
meprobamate  and  less  dextroampheta¬ 
mine  than  the  Bamadex  Sequels  (300  mg 
meprobamate  and  15  mg  dextroampheta¬ 
mine),  these  results  directly  contradict 
Lederle’s  rationale  for  the  inclusion  of 
meprobamate  with  dextroamphetamine. 
If,  as  the  sponsor  claims,  meprobamate 
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decreases  the  incidence  of  adverse  effects 
associated  with  dextroamphetamine,  this 
decrease  should  be  more  evident  in  the 
tablet  formulation  which  utUizes  a  high¬ 
er  ration  of  meprobamate  to  dextroam¬ 
phetamine.  As  shown  above,  however, 
this  was  not  the  case.  Since  there  were 
10  times  as  many  side  effects  associated 
with  the  use  of  Bamadex,  there  is  no 
support  whatever  for  the  contention  that 
meprobamate  enhances  the  safety  of  the 
primary  ingredient,  dextroamphetamine 
(21  <^FR  3.86(a)(1)). 

2.  Trodella,  G.  P.,  “Comparative  Effi¬ 
cacy  of  Bamadex  Tablets,  Bamadex 
Minus  Meprobamate,  and  Placebo  in  the 
Control  of  Obesity  and  Measurement  of 
Side  Effects;’’  unpublished  study,  1971. 
The  results  of  this  study  with  respect  to 
side  effects  were  very  similar  to  those  in 
the  Parsons’  study.  The  investigator  re¬ 
ported  three  side  effects  in  the  Bamadex 
group,  one  in  the  dextroamphetamine 
group,  and  two  in  the  placebo  group. 
Since  Lederle’s  own  statistical  analysis 
concluded  that  the  differences  in  the  in¬ 
cidence  of  side  effects  for  the  three 
groups  were  not  statistically  significant, 
the  results  of  this  study  do  not  support 
Lederle’s  contention  that  meprobamate 
significantly  decreases  the  adverse  reac¬ 
tions  associated  with  dextroampheta¬ 
mine,  as  required  by  21  CFR  3.86(a)  (1). 

This  study  shares  the  same  defect  as 
the  Parsons’  study  previously  described 
in  that  the  investigator  failed  to  explain 
the  methods  of  observation  and  record¬ 
ing  of  results  with  respect  to  side  effects, 
21  CFR  314.111(a)  (5)  (ii)  (a)  (3) .  No  de¬ 
tails  are  given  as  to  whether  subjects 
were  questioned  as  to  whether  they  ex¬ 
perienced  side  effects,  or  whether  only 
the  investigator’s  observations  were 
counted. 

With  respect  to  weight  loss  (both  over¬ 
all  clinical  response  and  average  weight 
loss),  Lederle  admitted  that  at  the  end 
of  the  second  21-day  period,  Bamadex 
was  inferior  (both  overall  clinically  and 
in  average  weight  loss)  to  the  placebo, 
and  at  the  end  of  the  first  21 -day  period 
Bamadex  was  only  equal  to  a  placebo  in 
average  weight  loss. 

3.  Bow'lan,  W.  L.,  “Ctomparative  Effi¬ 
cacy  of  Bamadex  Tablets,  Bamadex 
Minus  Meprobamate  and  Placebo  in  the 
Control  of  Obesity  and  Measmement  of 
Side  Effects,’’  unpublished  study,  1971. 
In  this  study  the  incidence  of  side  effects 
was  low  foi*  all  three  groups  (one  on 
Bamadex,  two  on  dextroamphetamine, 
and  four  on  placebo) .  Statistical  analysis 
failed  to  demonstrate  any  statistically 
sigmificant  differences  between  the  active 
medications  with  respect  to  side  effects. 
Consequently,  this  study  fails  to  support 
Lederle’s  contention  that  meprobamate 
decreases  the  side  effects  associated  with 
dextroamphetamine  and  therefore,  fails 
to  provide  evidence  that  meprobamate 
enhances  the  safety  of  the  principal  ac¬ 
tive  component  of  Bamadex  as  required 
by  21  (^FR  3.86(a)(1). 

Lederle  did  not  attempt  to  perform  any 
statistical  analysis  on  the  anorectic  data 
(21  CFR  314.111(a)  (5)  (il)  (a)  (5)). 

No  details  are  given  as  to  whether  the 
subjects  were  questioned  as  to  whether 


they  experienced  side  effects  or  whether 
only  the  investigator’s  observations  were 
counted.  Therefore,  this  study  fails  to 
explain  the  methods  of  observations  and 
recording  of  results  as  is  required  by  21 
CFR  314.111(a)  (5)  (ii)  (a)  (3) . 

The  three  tablet  studies,  whether  taken 
individually  or  together,  failed  to  show 
a  significant  decrease  in  side  effects  for 
Bamadex  patients  when  compared  to 
patients  who  used  dextroamphetamine 
alone.  In  fact,  the  combined  results  for 
the  tablet  studies  show  more  side  effects 
for  Bamadex  patients  (14)  than  for  the 
dextroamphetamine  patients  (4) . 

C.  Combined  statistical  analyses.  Led¬ 
erle  submitted  a  combined  statistical 
analysis  of  the  side  effects  and  mean 
weight  loss  fpr  the  Bamadex,  dextro¬ 
amphetamine,  and  placebo  groups  in  the 
six  studies  reviewed  above  and  a  com¬ 
bined  statistical  analysis  of  the  three 
sequel  studies  alone.  Since  these  analyses 
are  dependent  upon  the  data  obtained 
from  the  individual  studies,  and  since 
the  individual  studies  have  been  shown 
to  be  not  adequate  and  well-controlled 
within  the  meaning  of  21  CFR  314.111 
(a)  (5)  (ii) ,  any  analysis  of  such  data  can 
only  yield  results  that  have  no  scientific 
validity. 

’The  tabulation  for  the  sequel  studies 
shows  discrepancies  between  the  number 
of  side  effects  recorded  by  Lederle  and 
the  number  disclosed  by  examination  of 
the  individual  case  reports.  In  the  Schein 
study.  Lederle  noted  only  one  side  effect 
for  the  Bamadex  group  while  the  case 
reports  reveal  that  patient  No.  222  ex¬ 
perienced  depression.  In  the  Miller  study, 
Lederle  noted  only  three  side  effects  for 
the  Bamadex  group,  whereas  both  Led¬ 
erle’s  initial  analysis  and  the  case  reports 
show  four  side  effects.  Any  statistical 
analysis  which  is  based  upon  inaccurate 
reporting  of  data  cannot  provide  sub¬ 
stantial  evidence  to  support  drug  effec¬ 
tiveness  (21  C7FR  314.111(a)  (5)  (ii)  (a) 
(2)  (Hi). 

Lederle  has  failed  to  show  that  it  was 
justified  in  pooling  the  results  of  the 
three  sequel  studies.  Thus  no  details  were 
provided  as  to  whether  or  not  the  groups 
in  each  study  were  comparable  with  re¬ 
spect  to  concurrent  drug  use  and  whether 
each  investigator  observed  and  recorded 
his  data  in  the  same  manner.  The  scanty 
information  that  was  provided  shows 
that  there  were  differences  in  study 
methodology:  thus,  while  Dr.  Miller  was 
careful  to  conduct  followup  weighings 
at  the  same  time  as  the  initial  weighings, 
neither  Dr.  Schein  nor  Dr.  Noble  did  so. 
Dr.  Schein  had  aU  his  subjects  begin  the 
study  during  the  same  week;  it  does  not 
appear  that  either  Dr.  Noble  or  Dr.  Mil¬ 
ler  followed  this  procedure.  It  is,  there¬ 
fore.  not  at  all  clear  that  the  data  from 
the  three  studies  are  sufficiently  homo¬ 
geneous  to  warrant  pooling. 

With  respect  to  the  combined  statis¬ 
tical  analysis  for  all  studies,  the  discrep¬ 
ancies  in  the  tablet  studies  are  even  more 
striking.  In  the  Bowlan  study,  Lederle 
reported  only  one  side  -effect  for  the 
Bamadex  group  whereas  the  case  reports 
showed  seven  patients  had  side  effects 
(No.  401 — ^“nervous,”  No.  419 — “no  en¬ 


ergy,’’  No.  427 — ^“dry  mouth,”  No.  436 — 
“irritable,”  No.  442 — “increased  voiding,” 
No.  449 — ^"emotionally  upset,”  and  No. 
468 — “constipated”) .  Similarly,  while 
Lederle  included  only  21  patients  in  the 
dextroamphetamine  group  and  20  pati¬ 
ents  in  each  of  the  Bamadex  and  placebo 
groups,  FDA’s  check  of  the  case  reports 
showed  that  the  following  patients  re¬ 
turned  for  at  least  one  visit  after  the 
initial  interview  and  should  have  been 
included  in  the  calculation:  the  Bamadex 
group,  30  patients:  the  dextroampheta¬ 
mine  group,  28  patients:  and  the  placebo 
group,  28  patients.  In  studying  side  ef¬ 
fects,  it  is  essential  to  use  all  data  avail¬ 
able.  To  exclude  patients  who  had  only 
one  followup  and/or  who  were  dropped 
from  the  study  is  to  eliminate  from  con¬ 
sideration  the  very  patients  who  may 
have  discontinued  because  of  side  effects. 

In  the  Trodella  study,  Lederle  reported 
three,  one  and  two  side  effects  respec¬ 
tively  for  the  Bamadex,  dextroampheta¬ 
mine  and  placebo  groups  while  the  report 
forms  submitted  by  the  investigator 
showed  the  Bamadex  group  had  seven 
side  effects  (Nos.  508,  510,  522,  and  589-~ 
“fatigme,”  No.  545 — “irritable.”  No.  568 — 
“rash  and  swelling,”  and  No.  576 — 
“marked  increase  in  blood  pressure  and 
headaches”) :  the  dextroamphetamine 
group,  four  (No.  507 — “constipation.” 
No.  521 — ^“swelling  of  feet,”  No.  529— 
“falls  asleep,”  No.  594 — “trouble  sleeping 
if  took  all  three  pills”;  and  the  placebo, 
four  (No.  525 — “headaches,”  No.  538— 
“nauseated  and  upset,” 'No.  540 — “very 
tired,”  and  No.  590 — “sleepy”) . 

Finally,  in  the  Parsons  study  Lederle 
based  its  calculations  on  26  patients  in 
the  Bamadex  and  dextroamphetamine 
groups  and  25  patients  in  the  plsu^ebo 
group.  A  check  of  the  patient  report 
forms,  however,  shows  that  27  patients 
should  have  been  evaluated  in  the 
Bamadex  group  j^nly  No.  610  failed  to 
show  up  after  initial  visit),  28  in  the 
dextroamphetamine  group  (all  p>atient8 
evaluated  through  at  least  first  phase), 
and  28  in  the  placebo  group  (only  No. 
648  failed  to  show  up  after  initial  visit) . 

Using  Lederle’s  interpretation  in  tiie 
patient  report  forms,  the  results  for  all 
six  studies  show  that  the  identical  num¬ 
ber  of  side  effects  (28)  occmred  for  both 
the  Bamadex  and  dextroamphetamine 
groups.  There  is  no  basis  for  the  ccxiten- 
tion  that  meprobamate  significantly  re¬ 
duces  the  niunber  of  side  effects  asso¬ 
ciated  with  dextroamphetamine.  In  addi¬ 
tion,  Lederle’s  statistical  analysis  of  the 
reduction  in  the  total  number  of  side 
effects  of  Bamadex  when  compared  to 
the  total  niunber  of  side  effects  for  dex¬ 
troamphetamine  only  “approached  sig¬ 
nificance.” 

These  data  provide  no  evidence  that 
meprobamate  contributes  to  the  combi¬ 
nation’s  claimed  effect.  Lederle  has 
clearly  failed  to  come  forward  with  any 
evidence  derived  from  adequate  and  well- 
controlled  studies  showing  that  mepr<)- 
bamate  reduces  the  number  of  side  effects 
attributable  to  dextroamphetamine  with¬ 
in  the  meaning  of,  and  as  required  by. 
21  CFR  3.86(a)(1). 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL  40.  NO.  101 — FRIDAY,  MAY  23,  1975 


22574  . 


NOTICES 


It  is  also  Important  to  note  that  with 
respect  to  the  claimed  anorectic  effect, 
the  primary  Indication  for  Bamadex,  all 
of  the  sequels  studies  failed  to  show  that 
the  differences  between  the  Bamadex  and 
placebo  groups  for  the  9-week  study  were 
statistically  significant.  Similarly,  two 
of  the  three  tablet  studies  also  failed  to 
show  that  Bamadex  was  any  better  than 
a  placebo. 

Since,  as  shown  above,  the  studies  upon 
which  both  of  the  analyses  are  based  are 
not  adequate  and  well-controlled  within 
the  meaning  of  21  CFR  314.111  (a)  (5)  (il) , 
and  since  the  analyses  themselves  incor¬ 
rectly  and  Inaccurately  report  results 
fnxn  the  studies,  any  data  from  the  com¬ 
bined  statistical  analyses  would  be  sci¬ 
entifically  meaningless.  * 

'  IV.  Summary 

For  the  foregoing  reasons,  the  medical 
evidence  submitted  by  Lederle  fails  to 
meet  ^ther  the  statutory  standard,  sec¬ 
tion  505(d)  of  the  act  (21  U.S.C,  355(d) ) . 
for  "adequate  and  well-controlled  in¬ 
vestigations”  as  set  forth  by  21  CTB 
314.111(a)  (5)  (il)  or  the  requirements 
established  in  21  CFR  3.86  for  a  fixed 
combination  prescription  drug  for 
human  use. 

All  three  of  the  clinical  studies  sub¬ 
mitted  by  Lederle  in  support  of  the  effec¬ 
tiveness  of  the  sequels  shared  the  same 
basic  defects;  They  each  fail  to  assure 
that  the  test  and  control  groups  were 
comparable  with  respect  to  the  concur¬ 
rent  use  ot  other  drugs,  a  requirement  of 
21  C7PR  314.111(a)  (5)  (il)  (a)  (2)  («!); 
and  they  each  failed  to  explain  the 
method  of  observation  and  recording  of 
results  (21  CFR  314.111(a)  (5)  (li)  (a) 
(3)).  ITiese  defects  conclusively  render 
these  submissions  inadequate  and  not 
well-c<mtrolled  on  their  face.  As  pointed 
out  above,  even  when  these  critical  de¬ 
fects  are  Igncned,  the  results,  as  inter¬ 
preted  by  Lederle,  of  each  of  the  sequel 
studies  taken  separately  failed  to  support 
the  cmitention  ^at  meprobamate  signif¬ 
icantly  reduces  the  incidence  offside  ef¬ 
fects  attributable  to  dextroamphetamine. 
The  combined  statistical  analyses  sub¬ 
mitted  by  Lederle  further  support  this 
conclusion  since  Lederle’s  analysts  were 
unable  to  ocmclude  that  meprobamate 
reduced  the  munber  of  side  effects  in  a 
statistically  significant  manner  (21  CTFR 
3.86(a)(1)). 

None  of  Lederle’s  initial  statistical 
analyses  for  the  three  sequel  studies 
showed  Bamadex  to  be  a  significantly 
better  anorectic  (overall  clinical  re- 
spcmse)  than  placebo.  Only  in  the 
Schein  study,  when  a  second  analysis 
was  performed  and  the  standard  for 
“satisfactory”  clinical  respOTise  was 
lowered,  did  the  results  show  Bamadex 
Sequels  to  be  significantly  better  than  a 
placebo.  However,  these  results  are  not 
scientifically  evaluable  since  the  Schein 
study  is  not  adequate  and  well-con- 
trc^ed.  Similarly,  two  the  tablet 
studies  (Parsmis  and  Trodella)  also 
failed  to  show  that  Bamadex  was  signif¬ 
icantly  better  than  placebo  as  an  ano¬ 
rectic.  While  the  Bowlan  study  suggests 
that  Bamadex  is  a  significantly  better 


anorectic  than  placebo,  Lederle  did  not 
submit  any  statistical  analysis  on  the 
anorectic  data. 

Lederle’s  statistical  analyst,  when  con¬ 
fronted  with  the  combined  data  for  all 
three  sequel  studies  concluded  that 
“Bamadex  Sequels  may  have  slightly  less 
efficacy  in  terms  of  weight  loss  than 
dextroamphetamine”.  Thus,  the  clinical 
studies  suggest  that  meprobamate  re¬ 
duces  the  anorectic  effect  of  dextroam¬ 
phetamine. 

Lederte  failed  to  submit  any  evidence 
to  support  its  claim  under  21  CFR  3.86 
(a)  (2)  in  its  March  9,  1973  request  for 
hearing  that  the  addition  of  mepro¬ 
bamate  enhances  the  safety  of  the 
principal  active  ingredient,  dextrosun- 
phetamine,  by  lowering  its  abuse  poten¬ 
tial. 

Finally,  although  Lederle’s  current 
labeling  does  not  claim  that  Bamadex  is 
safe  and  effective  for  the  treatment  of 
exogenous  obesity  with  concomitant  anx¬ 
iety  and  tension,  the  argument  is  raised 
in  Lederle’s  March  9,  1973  request  for  a 
hearing  and,  as  stated  above,  the  claim 
was  made  in  Lederle’s  earlier  Bamadex 
labeling.  However,  Lederle  has  not  sub¬ 
mitted  any  evidence  to  demonstrate  the 
existence  of  a  significant  population 
which  fits  this  description  and  which  re¬ 
quires  the  dosage  of  both  dextroamphet¬ 
amine  and  meprobamate  contained  In 
Bamadex  for  a  ccxnparable  period  of 
time,  as  is  required  by  21  CFR  3.86.  To 
show  that  such  a  patient  population  does 
exist,  it  would  have  been  necessary  for 
investigators  trained  in  the  use  of  evalu¬ 
ation  of  standardized  psychological  rat¬ 
ing  scales  to  have  applied  the  scales  to 
the  patient  population  being  studied. 
Neither  investigators  with  the  requisite 
qualifications  nor  the  rating  scales  were 
present  in  any  of  these  studies. 

V.  Legal  Arguments 

In  its  March  9,  1973  request  for  a 
hearing,  Lederle  argues  that  the  three 
sequels  studies  demonstrate  a  statisti¬ 
cally  significant  anorectic  superiority  of 
Bamadex  Sequels  over  the  i^acebo  and 
no  significant  difference  from  dextroam¬ 
phetamine.  Inasmuch  as  Bamadex  Se¬ 
quels  contains  dextroamphetamine,  a 
recognized  anorectic.  It  would  not  be  at 
all  surprising  if  the  data  did  demonstrate 
significant  superiority  for  this  Indica¬ 
tion  when  comptared  to  a  placebo.  As 
shown  above,  however,  this  is  not  the 
case. 

Lederle’s  major  argiiment  is  that  the 
sequel  studies,  the  list  of  side  effects  and 
the  combined  statistical  analysis,  demon¬ 
strate  that  a  statistically  significant  re¬ 
duction  In  the  central  nervous  system 
side  effects  is  achieved  by  meprobamate, 
l.e.,  that  meprobamate  enhances  the 
safety  of  the  principal  active  Ingredient 
within  the  meaning  of  21  CFR  3.86 (a) 
(1).  As  shown  above,  this  contentlmi  Is 
not  supported  by  Lederle’s  evidence.  In 
the  first  place,  none  of  the  submitted 
studies  are  adequate  and  well-controlled 
clinical  Investigations  within  the  mean¬ 
ing  of  section  505(d)  of  the  act  (21  UJB.C. 
355(d))  and  21  CFR  314.111(a)  (5)  (il). 


Next,  even  assuming,  arguendo,  that  the 
studies  were  adequate  and  well-con¬ 
trolled,  Lederle  inaccurately  recorded  the 
data  from  its  own  patient  reptort  forms 
so  that  the  analysis  Is  based  on  un¬ 
reliable  data.  FDA’s  interpretation  and 
statistical  analysis  of  the  patient  re¬ 
port  forms  shows  there  was  no  statisti¬ 
cally  significant  reduction  in  side  effects 
with  Bamadex.  It  should  be  emphasized, 
however,  that  FDA  does  not  rely  on  its 
analysis  for  its  action  but  rather  on  the 
failure  of  Lederle’s  data  to  meet  the 
statutory  and  regulatory  criteria  for  ade¬ 
quate  and  well-controlled  studies  (sec¬ 
tion  505(d)  of  the  act  (21  U.S.C.  355(d) ) 
and  (21  CFR  314.111(a)  (5)  (li))). 

Finally,  even  if  all  these  discrejDancies 
are  ignored,  Lederle’s  statistical  analy¬ 
sis  based  on  Lederle’s  interpretation  of 
the  patient  repx)rt  forms  fails,  with  equal 
conclusiveness,  to  demonstrate  any  sig¬ 
nificant  reduction  in  side  effects  for 
Bamadex.  This  judgment  holds  true 
whether  the  three  sequel  studies  are 
Judged  Individually  or  collectively, 
whether  the  three  tablet  studies  are 
Jxidged  individually  or  collectively,  and 
whether  all  six  studies  are  combined.  It 
is  obvious  that  the  unanalyzed  list  qf  side 
effects,  by  itself,  is  of  no  evidentiary 
value.  Since  this  data  is  incorp>orated 
into  Lederle’s  combined  statistical  analy¬ 
sis,  its  significance  stands  or  falls  with 
the  evaluation  of  that  report. 

With  respect  to  the  interpretation  of 
the  patient  repwrt  forms,  Lederle  con¬ 
tends  that  FDA  incorrectly  characterized 
the  incidence  of  side  effects.  This  is  sim¬ 
ply  not  the  case.  Lederle’s  carelessness 
in  tabulating  its  own  data  Is  clearly  evi¬ 
denced  by  two  instances:  (1)  Lederle’s 
table,  wldch  summarizes  the  combined 
number  of  side  effects  (and  up>on  which 
Lederle  bases  its  overall  statistical  anal¬ 
ysis),  does  not  even  square  with  its 
own  earlier  reported  findings  for  each 
individual  study;  Lederle  lists  three  side 
effects  in  its  summary  table  for  the 
Bamadex  group  in  the  Miller  study,  and 
Dr.  Miller’s  summary  lists  four  side  ef¬ 
fects;  and  (2)  in  the  Parsons  tablet 
study,  no  side  effect  was  recorded  by 
Lederle  for  patient  No.  632  despite  the 
Investigator’s  comment,  “Didn’t  find 
medication  very  helpful.  Too  much  of  a 
tranquilizer — a  hindrance  in  his  work. 
Didn’t  alter  app)etite.  Also  seemed  to 
cause  impotence  (no  previous  trouble) .” 

There  were  many  similar  instances 
throughout  the  studies  where  the  in¬ 
vestigator’s  comment  regarding  adverse 
reactions  went  unnoticed  by  Lederle.  The 
issue  of  correctness  of  interpretation  of 
ptatient  repwrt  forms  need  never  be 
reached  since  Lederle’s  own  analysis  falls 
to  demonstrate  any  statistically  signifi¬ 
cant  reduction  of  side  effects  for 
Bamadex  compared  to  dextroampheta¬ 
mine. 

Lederle  also  contends  that  since 
meprobamate  has  been  found  effective 
for  the  relief  of  anxiety  and  tension  and 
In  the  treatment  of  diseases  in  which 
anxiety  and  tension  are  manifest,  and 
since  dextroamphetamine  has  been 
foimd  effective  in  the  management  of 
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weight  reduction,  that  Bamadex  Sequels, 
which  contains  both  of  these  ingredi¬ 
ents,  must  be  recognized  as  effective  for 
its  claimed  effect:  the  management  of 
obesity  with  minimal  overstimulation  of 
the  central  nervous  system. 

This  reasoning  is  fallacious  because 
(1)  that  meprobamate  is  effective  for 
anxiety  and  tension  or  in  the  treatment 
of  diseases  accompanied  by  anxiety  and 
tension  is  irrelevant  to  the  issue  of  its 
effectiveness,  or  lack  therof,  for  its 
claimed  effect  in  Bamadex  since  there  is 
no  proof  that  central  nervous  system  side 
effects  are  related  to  the  conditions  of 
anxiety  and  tension;  and  (2)  Lederle’s 
argmnent  is,  as  a  matter  of  law,  insuffi¬ 
cient  since  although  each  of  the  com¬ 
ponents  of  a  drug  may  be  safe  and  effec¬ 
tive,  it  does  not  necessarily  follow  that 
a  combination  of  the  same  ingredients 
will  be  effective.  (See  21  CPR  310.3(h) ; 
United  States  v.  An  article  of  drug  •  •  • 
Furestrol.  294  F.  Supp.  1307  (N.D.  Ga., 
1968) .  aff’d  415  F.  2d  390  (C.A.  5,  1969) ; 
United  States  v.  41  Cases  *  *  *,  420  F. 
2d  1126  (C.A.  5,  1970) ;  United  States  v. 

•  •  •  Xerac  Alcohol  Acne  Gel.  CCH  F.  D. 
Cosm.  L.  Rep.  T40,836  (N.D.  lU.,  1971); 
United  States  v.  An  article  of  drug  *  *  * 
Entrol  C  Medicated,  362  F.  Supp.  424 
(S.D.  Cal.,  1973);  United  States  v.  An 
article  of  drug  *  *  *  “Mykocert”,  345  F. 
Supp.  571  (N.D.  m.,  1972) ;  United  States 
V.  •  •  •  “Asper  Sleep”,  CCH  F.D.  Cosm. 
L.  Rep.  ':40,832  (N.D.  Ill.,  1971) .  The  rea¬ 
soning  behind  these  cases  is  particularly 
cogent  where,  as  here,  one  of  the  in¬ 
gredients,  meprobamate,  is  recommended 
by  the  labeling  for  the  combination  for 
a  use  different  from  that  for  which  it  has 
been  found  effective.  In  such  a  case,  there 
can  be  no  basis  for  a  claim  that  the  effec¬ 
tiveness  of  meprobamate  is  established 
for  its  role  in  the  combination.  Thus, 
the  clinical  evidence  must  be  the  de¬ 
terminant  of  whether  meprobamate  con¬ 
tributes  to  the  effect  of  Bamadex  or 
makes  the  principal  ingredient  safer. 
However,  as  shown  above,  the  clinical 
evidence  submitted  by  Lederle  not  only 
fails  to  demonstrate  that  meprobamate 
makes  a  contribution  to  the  claimed  ef¬ 
fect,  but  suggests  that  it  reduces  the 
effectivene.ss  of  the  principal  ingredient, 
dextroamphetamine. 

Lederle  next  argues  that  Bamadex  Se¬ 
quels  must  be  foimd  safe  because  the 
product  was  approved  on  the  basis  of 
safety  in  1960,  and  there  has  been  no 
clinical  experience  to  the  contrary  since 
that  time.  This  argument  is  irrelevant  in 
the  absence  of  evidence  showing  that  the 
drug  is  effective  as  a  fixed  combination. 
As  has  been  shown,  Lederle  has  totally 
failed  to  provide  such  evidence.  No  drug 
can  be  considered  safe  if  it  is  not  effec¬ 
tive.  Moreover,  it  is  now  clear  that  the 
marketing  history  of  a  product,  standing 
alone,  cannot  meet  the  standards  of  sub¬ 
stantial  evidence.  Upjohn  v.  Finch,  422 
F.  2d  944,  954  (C.A.  6, 1970). 

Lederle’s  last  argument  is  that  by  com¬ 
bining  meprobamate,  a  Schedule  IV  con¬ 
trolled  substance  (under  the  Drug  Abuse 
Prevention  and  Control  Act,  21  U.S.C. 


801  et  seq  ),  with  dextroamphetamine,  a 
Schedule  n  controlled  substance  under 
the  same  act,  the  abuse  potoitlal  of  the 
latter  drug  is  reduced,  and,  therefore,  the 
safety  of  the  principal  ingredient  is  en¬ 
hanced  within  the  meaning  of  21  CFR 
3.86(a)  (2).  It  is  significant  to  note  that 
the  Attorney  General  placed  Bamadex 
drug  products  under  Schedule  n,  the 
same  as  for  dextroamphetamine,  rather 
than  in  the  less  restrictive  Schedule  IV 
in  which  meprobamate  is  placed.  A  claim 
of  decreased  abuse  potential,  like  other 
claims,  must  be  supported  by  evidence, 
not  speculaticm.  No  such  evidence  is  of¬ 
fered  by  Lederle.  Lederle  does  not  sup¬ 
port  its  contention  that  the  abuse  po¬ 
tential  of  a  drug  is  lowered  by  combining 
it  with  another  drug  with  an  intrinsic 
abuse  potential  of  Its  own. 

VI.  Findings 

On  the  basis  of  the  foregoing  review  of 
Lederle’s  evidence  and  legal  arguments, 
the  Commissioner  finds  that:  (1)  There 
is  a  lack  of  substantial  evidence  that  this 
drug  has  the  effects  it  is  represented  to 
have  under  the  conditions  of  use  recom¬ 
mended,  suggested,  or  prescribed  in  its 
labeling  and  (2)  new  evidence  of  clin¬ 
ical  experience,  not  contained  in  the  ap¬ 
plication  and  not  available  to  the  Com¬ 
missioner  until  after  the  application  was 
approved,  evaluated  together  with  the 
evidence  available  to  the  Commissioner 
when  the  application  was  approved, 
shows  that  Bamadex  Sequels  have  not 
been  shown  to  be  safe  for  use  under  the 
conditicms  of  use  upon  the  basis  of  which 
the  application  was  approved.  The  evi¬ 
dence  fails  to  show  either  that  each  com¬ 
ponent  of  the  combination  contributes 
to  the  total  effects  claimed  or  that 
meprobamate  enhances  the  safety  or 
minimizes  the  abuse  potential  of  the 
principal  active  ingrredient,  dextroam¬ 
phetamine.  Therefore,  Bamadex  fails  to 
meet  the  requirements  of  21  CFR  3.86. 
Furthermore,  Lederle  has  not  submitted 
any  evidence  to  show  that  there  exists 
a  significant  patient  population  requir¬ 
ing  the  concurrent  therapy  for  exogenous 
obesity  together  with  anxiety  and  ten¬ 
sion  or  that  Bamadex  is  effective  for  that 
indication  as  required  by  21  CFR  3.86. 

Lederle  has  failed  to  offer  a  substantial 
legal  argument  or  to  set  forth  facts 
showing  there  is  a  genuine  and  substan¬ 
tial  issue  of  fact  requiring  a  hearing. 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  provisions  of 
the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic 
Act  (sec.  505(e),  52  Stat.  1052,  as  amend¬ 
ed  (21  U.S.C,  355(e) )  and  imder  author¬ 
ity  delegated  to  the  Commissioner  (21 
CFR  2.120) ,  the  request  for  a  hearing  is 
denied,  and  the  approval  of  the  new  drug 
application  (NDA  12-570)  for  Bamadex 
Sequels,  including  all  amendments  and 
supplements  thereto,  is  withdrawn,  ef¬ 
fective  Jime  2, 1975. 

Dated:  May  15, 1975. 

A.  M.  Schmidt, 

Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs. 

[FR  Doc.75-13548  FUed  5-2»-75;8:45  am] 


Office  of  Education 

ADVISORY  COUNCIL  ON  WOMEN’S 
EDUCATIONAL  PROGRAMS 

Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to 
section  10(a)  (2)  of  the  Federal  Advisory 
Committee  Act  (Pub.  L.  92-463) ,  that  the 
initial  meeting  of  the  Advisory  Council 
on  Women’s  Educational  Programs  will 
be  held  on  June  18,  19,  20  in  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C,  400  Maryland  Avenue,  SW, 
Room  1134,  at  8:30  a  m. 

The  Advisory  Council  on  Women’s 
Educational  Programs  is  established  Un¬ 
der  Section  408  of  the  Women’s  Educa¬ 
tional  Equity  Act  of  1974  (Pub.  L.  93- 
380). 

The  Council  shall : 

(1)  advise  the  Commissioner  with  respect 
to  general  policy  matters  relating  to  the 
administration  of  Section  408; 

(2)  advise  and  make  recommendations  to 
the  Assistant  Secretary  concerning  the  Im¬ 
provement  of  educational  equity  for  women; 

(3)  make  recommendations  to  the  Com¬ 
missioner  with  respect  to  the  allocation  of 
any  funds  pursuant  to  this  section,  includ¬ 
ing  criteria  developed  to  Irikure  an  appro¬ 
priate  geographical  distribution  of  approved 
programs  and  projects  throughout  the  Na¬ 
tion;  and 

(4)  develop  criteria  for  the  establishment 
of  program  priorities. 

The  meeting  of  the  Council  shall  be 
opened  to  the  public.  ’The  proposed  agen¬ 
da  includes:  Swearing  in  of  Members: 
Council  Organization,  Management,  and 
Staffing,  Orientation  to  the  Women’s 
Educational  Equity  Act  of  1974  includ¬ 
ing  Mandated  Duties  of  the  Council  and 
Federal  Activities  in  the  Administration 
of  this  Act;  and  Development  of  Pro¬ 
gram  Priorities. 

The  public  is  invited  to  extend  greet¬ 
ings  and  express  concerns  on  the  after¬ 
noon  of  the  first  day,  June  18,  from  3  to 
4:30  p.m. 

Records  shall  be  kept  of  all  Council 
proceedings  and  shall  be  available  for 
public  inspection  at  the  office  of  the 
Women’s  Program  Staff,  Room  3121,  400 
Maryland  Avenue,  SW. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  on  May 
16, 1975. 

Joan  E.  Duval, 

Director, 

Women’s  Program  Staff. 

[FR  Doc.75-13609  Filed  5-22-75;8:46  am] 


DESEGREGATION  OF  PUBLIC  EDUCATION 

Notice  of  Extension  of  Closing  Date  for 
Receipt  of  Applications 

A.  Extended  closing  date  for  receipt  of 
applications.  Recent  inquiries  direct^  to 
the  Office  of  Education  Indicate  that  ap¬ 
plicants  may  not  have  had  adequate 
time  to  complete  their  applications  under 
Title  IV  of  the  Civil  Rights  Act  of  1964 
(42  U.S.C.  2000c— 2000C-9)  prior  to  the 
May  16,  1975  closing  date  for  receipt  of 
applications  published  tn  the  Federal 
Register  on  April  4,  1975  (40  FR  15118). 
Therefore,  the  Commissioner  of  Educa¬ 
tion  hereby  extends  to  June  2,  1975  the 
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closing  date  for  receipt  of  applications 
from  State  educational  agencies,  institu¬ 
tions  of  higher  education,  and  school 
boards  under  sections  403  (technical  as¬ 
sistance),  404  (training  institutes),  and 
405  (grants  to  school  boards),  respec¬ 
tively,  of  the  Act. 

Applications  must  be  submitted  to  the 
appropriate  U.S.  OfiBce  of  Education 
Regional  Office  by  the  normal  close  of 
business  time  on  the  closing  date,  as  set 
out  below.  Applicants  for  the  assistance 
described  above  which  have  previously 
submitted  sipplications  will  be  permitted, 
if  they  desire,  to  modify  and  resubmit 
their  applications  by  the  new  closing 
date. 

B.  Applications  sent  by  mail.  An  appli¬ 
cation  sent  by  mail  should  be  addressed 
to  the  appropriate  U.S.  Office  of  Educa¬ 
tion  Regional  Office  as  follow's: 

Deadline  for 
Submission 
Address  (local  time) 

Region  I  —  (Boston)  —  Ck>nnecti-  5  p.m. 
cut,  Maine,  Massachusetts, 

New  Hampshire,  Rhode  Is¬ 
land  and  Vermont.  n.S.  Office 
of  Education,  Equal  Educa¬ 
tional  Opportunity,  John 
Fitzgerald  Kennedy  Federal 
Bldg.,  Government  Center, 

Boston,  Massachusetts  02203. 

Region  n — (New  York  City) —  5  p.m. 
New  York,  New  Jersey,  Puerto 
Rico  and  Virgin  Islands.  U.S. 

Office  of  Education,  Equal  Ed¬ 
ucational  Opporttmlty,  Fed¬ 
eral  Bldg.,  26  Federal  Plaza, 

New  YOTk,  New  York  10007. 

Region  m — (Philadelphia) — Del-  5  p.m. 
aware.  District  of  Columbia, 

Maryland,  Pennsylvania,  Vir¬ 
ginia.  and  West  Virginia.  U  S. 

Office  of  Education,  Equal  Ed¬ 
ucational  Opportimity,  P.O. 

Box  13716,  3535  Market 

Street,  Philadelphia,  Penn¬ 
sylvania  19101. 

Region  IV — (Atlanta) — Alabama,  4:30pjn. 
Florida,  Georgia,  Kentucky, 

Mississippi,  North  Carolina, 
and  Tennessee.  U.S.  Office  of 
Education,  Equal  Educational 
Opportunity,  50  -7th  Street, 

N.E.,  Atlanta,  Georgia  30323. 

Region  V — (Chicago) — Illinois,  4:45  p.m. 
Indiana,  Minnesota,  Michi¬ 
gan,  Ohio.  •  and  Wisconsin. 

UB.  Office  of  Education,  Equal 
Educational  (^portunity,  300 
South  Wacker  Drive,  Chicago, 

Illinois  60606. 

Region  VI —  (Dallas)  — Arkansas,  4:30p.m. 
Louisiana,  New  Mexico,  Okla¬ 
homa,  and  Texas.  U.S.  Office 
of  Education,  Equal  Educa¬ 
tional  Opportunity,  1114 
Conunerce  Street,  Dallas, 

Texas  75202. 

Region  vn — (Kansas  City) —  4:45  pjn. 
Iowa,  Kansas,  Missouri,  and 
Nebraska.  U.S.  Office  df  Edu¬ 
cation,  Equal  Educational  Op¬ 
portunity,  New  Federal  Office 
Bldg.,  601  East  12th  Street. 

Kansas  (Tlty,  Missoml  64106. 

Region  Vm — (Denver)' — C<d<mi-  4:S0pJXL 
do,  Montcma,  North  Dakota, 

South  Dakota,  Utah,  and 
Wyoming.  UJ3.  Office  of  Edu- 
catkm.  Equal  Educational 
OppOTlainlty.  1961  Stout 
Street,  Denver,  Colorado 
80202. 


Deadline  /or 
Submission 
Address  (local  time) 

Region  EX — (Scm  Francisco)  — Ari-  4:30  p.m. 
zona,  California,  Hawaii,  Ne- 
T  a  d  a .  American  Samoa, 

Guam,  and  the  Trust  Terri¬ 
tory  of  the  Pacific  Islands. 

UB.  Office  of  Education, 

Equal  Educational  Opportu¬ 
nity,  50  Fulton  Street,  Room 
359,  San  Francisco,  California 
94102. 

Region  X — (Seattle) — Alaska,  Ida-  4:30  p.m. 
ho,  Oregon  and  Washington. 

U.S.  Office  of  Education, 

Equal  Educational  Opportu¬ 
nity,  Arcade  Plaza  Bldg. — 

M/S  628,  1321  Second  Avenue, 

Seattle,  Washington  98101. 

An  application  sent  by  mail  will  be 
considered  to  have  been  received  on 
time  by  the  Regional  Office  if: 

(1)  The  applicaticm  was  sent  by  reg¬ 
istered  or  certified  mail  not  later  than 
May  28,  1975,  as  evidenced  by  the  UJS. 
Postal  Service  postmark  on  the  wrapper 
or  envelope,  or  on  the  original  receipt 
from  the  U.S.  Postal  Service;  or 

(2)  The  application  is  received  on  or 
before  the  closing  date  by  the  appro¬ 
priate  Regrional  Office  mail  room.  (In 
establishing  the  date  of  receipt,  the 
Commissioner  will  rely  on  the  time-date 
stamp  of  such  mail  rooms  or  other  docu¬ 
mentary  evidence  of  receipt  maintained 
by  the  Department  of  Health,  Education, 
and  Welfare,  the  U.S.  Office  of  Educa¬ 
tion,  or  the  Regional  Offices.) 

C.  Hand  delivered  applications.  An  ap¬ 
plication  to  be  hand  delivered  must  be 
taken  to  the  appropriate  U.S.  Office  of 
Education  Regional  Office  at  the  address 
listed  above.  No  application  will  be  ac¬ 
cepted  by  a  U.S.  Office  of  Education 
Regional  Office  after  the  time  referred 
to  above  on  the  closing  date. 

D.  Applicable  regulations.  Awards 
made  pursuant  to  this  notice  will  be 
subject  to  the  Office  of  Education  Gen¬ 
eral  Provisions  Regulations  (45  CFR 
Parts  100  and  100a)  and  to  45  CFR  Part 
180,  Subparts  A,  B,  D,  and  E  upon  pub¬ 
lication  of  those  regulations  in  final 
form.  In  developing  their  applications 
applicants  should  consult  those  regula¬ 
tions  as  published  in  the  Federal  Regis¬ 
ter  as  a  notice  of  proposed  rulemaking 
on  March  17,  1975  (40  FR  12243). 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  number  13.405,  Civil  Rights  Tech¬ 
nical  Assistance  and  Training  Program.) 

Dated:  May  21, 1975. 

T.  H.  Bell, 

V.S.  Commissioner  of  Education. 

(FR  Doc.75-13738  Filed  5-22-75;8:45  am] 

EMERGENCY  SCHOOL  AID 

Notice  of  Extension  of  Closing  Date  for 
Receipt  of  Applications 

A.  Extended  closing  date  for  receipt 
of  applications.  Inquiries  directed  to  the 
United  States  Office  of  Education  in¬ 
dicate  that  many  applicants  were  im- 
able  to  complete,  their  applications  for 
assistance  under  the  Emergency  School 


Aid  Act  (20  U.S.C.  1601-1619)  in  time 
for  submission  by  the  deadline  which 
appeared  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
April  11,  1975  (40  FR  16354).  Therefore, 
the  Commissioner  of  Education  hereby 
extends  the  date  for  submission  of  ap¬ 
plications  for  Basic  Grants,  Pilot  Proj¬ 
ects,  Grants  to  Public  or  Nonprofit  Pri¬ 
vate  Organizations,  and  Bilingual  Proj¬ 
ects  under  sections  706(a);  706(b),  708 
(b)  and  708(c)  of  the  Act,  respectively, 
until  June  2,  1975,  at  the  normal  close 
of  business  time  for  the  appropriate 
U.S.  Office  of  Education  Regional  Office, 
listed  below.  Applicants  for  awards 
under  the  above  sections  of  the  Act 
which  have  already  submitted  applica¬ 
tions  will  be  permitted  to  review,  revise 
and  file  their  applications  by  the  above 
date. 

B.  Applications  sent  by  mail.  An  appli¬ 
cation  for  a  grant  under  section  706(a), 
706(b),  708(b)  or  708(c)  of  the  Act  sent 
by  mail  should  be  addressed  to  the  ap¬ 
propriate  U.S.  Office  of  Education  Re¬ 
gional  Office  as  follows: 

Deadline  for 
Submission 
Address  (local  time) 

Region  I — (Boston) — Connect!-  5  p.m. 
cut,  Maine,  Massachusetts, 

New  Hampshire,  Rhode  Is¬ 
land,  and  Vermont.  U.S. 

Office  of  Education,  Equal 
Educational  Opportunity, 

John  Fitzgerald  Kennedy 
Federal  Bldg.,  Government 
Center,  Boston,  Massachu¬ 
setts  02203. 

Region  II — (New  York  City) —  5  p.m. 

New  York  and  New  Jersey. 

U.S.  Office  of  Education, 

Equal  Educational  Oppor¬ 
tunity,  Federal  Bldg.,  26 
Federal  Plaza,  New  York, 

New  York  10007. 

Region  ni — (Philadelphia) —  5  p.m. 

Delaware,  District  of  Co¬ 
lumbia,  Maryland,  Penn¬ 
sylvania,  Virginia,  and  West 
Virginia.  U.S.  Office  of  Edu¬ 
cation,  Equal  Educational 
Opportunity,  P.O.  Box 
13176/3535  Market  Street, 
Philadelphia,  Pennsylvania 
19101. 

Region  IV — (Atlanta) — Ala-  4:30  p.m. 

bama,  Florida,  Georgia, 
Kentucky,  Mississippi, 

North  Carolina,  South  Car¬ 
olina,  and  Tennessee.  U.S. 

Office  of  Education,  Equal 
Educational  Opportunity, 

50  -7th  Street,  NX.,  Atlanta, 

Georgia  30323. 

Region  V — (Chicago) — Illinois,  4:45  p.m, 
Indiana,  Minnesota,  Michi¬ 
gan,  Ohio,  and  Wisconsin. 

UB.  Office  of  Education, 

Equal  Educational  Oppor¬ 
tunity,  300  South  Wacker 
Drive,  Chicago,  Illinois 
60606. 

Region  VI — (Dallas) — Arkansas,  4:80  p.m. 
Louisiana,  New  Mexico, 

Oklahoma,  and  Texas.  UB. 

Office  of  Education,  Equal 
Educational  Opportunity, 

1114  Commerce  Street,  Dal¬ 
las,  Texas  75202. 
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Deadline  for 
Submiaeion 
Address  (local  tfm«) 

Region  vn— (Kanaaa  City) —  p-va. 

Iowa,  Kanaaa,  Mlsaourl, 
and  Nebraaka.  UB.  Offlca*  of 
Education,  Equal  Educa¬ 
tional  Opportunity,  New 
Federal  Offlca  Bldg.,  601 
Eaat  12th  Street,  Kansas* 

City,  Mlsaourl  64106. 

Region  vni— (Denver)— Colo-  4:30  p.m. 
rado,  Montana,  North  Da¬ 
kota,  South  Dakota,  Utah, 
and  Wyoming.  UB.  Offlce  of 
Education,  Equal  Educa¬ 
tional  Opportunity,  1961 
Stout  Street,  Denver,  Colo¬ 
rado  80202. 

Region  IX — (San  Francisco) —  4:30  p.m. 

Arlzotut,  California,  Hawaii, 
and  Nevada.  UB.  Offlce  of 
Education,  Equal  Educa¬ 
tional  Opportunity,  60  Ful¬ 
ton  Street,  Room  359,  San 
Francisco,  California  94102. 

Region  X— (Seattle)— Alaska.  4:30  p.m. 
Idaho,  Oregon,  and  Wash¬ 
ington.  UB.  Office  of  Edu¬ 
cation,  Equal  Educational 
Opportunity,  Arcade  Plaza 
Bldg.— M/S  628,  1321  Sec¬ 
ond  Avenue,  Seattle,  Wash¬ 
ington  98101. 

An  application  sent  by  mail  will  be 
considered  to  hav®  been  received  on 
time  if : 

(1)  The  application  was  sent  to  the 
appropriate  office  by  registered  mail  not 
later  than  May  28,  1975,  as  evidenced 
by  the  U.S.  Postal  Service  postmark  on 
the  wrapper  or  envelt^,  or  on  the  orig¬ 
inal  receipt  from  the  U.S.  Postal  Serv¬ 
ice;  or 

(2)  The  application  is  received  on  or 
before  the  closing  date  by  the  appro¬ 
priate  U.S.O.K  mail  room.  (In  establish¬ 
ing  the  date  of  receipt,  the  Commis¬ 
sioner  will  rely  on  the  time-date  stamp 
of  such  mall  rooms  or  other  documen¬ 
tary  evidence  of  receipt  maihtalned  by 
the  I>epartment  of  Health,  Education, 
and  Welfare,  the  U.S.  Office  of  Educa¬ 
tion  or  the  Regional  Offices.) 

C.  Hand  delivered  applications.  A 
hand  delivered  application  for  a  grant 
under  sections  706(a),  706(b),  708(b), 
or  708(c)  of  the  Act  ihust  be  taken  to 
the  ai^roprlate  U.S.  Office  of  Education 
Regional  Office  at  the  address  listed 
under  Part  B  of  this  notice.  No  appli¬ 
cation  will  be  accepted  by  a  U.S.  Offlce 
of  Education  Regional  Office  after  the 
time  referred  to  above  on  the  closing 
date. 

D.  Project  periods.  Grant  awards  will 
be  made  pursuant  to  this  notice  for 
projects  commencing  no  earlier  than 
July  1,  1975,  and  terminating  no  later 
than  June  30, 1976. 

E.  Applicable  regulations.  Grant 
awards  made  pursuant  to  this  notice 
will  be  subject  to  the  regulations  in  45 
CPR  Part  185,  relating  to  the  Emer¬ 
gency  School  Aid  Act,  and  except  where 
inconsistent  with  Part  185,  to  the  Office 
of  Education  general  provisions  regula¬ 
tions  in  45  CFR  Parts  100  and  100a,  re¬ 
lating  to  direct  project  assistance  pro¬ 
grams.  In  addition,  such  grant  awards 


will  be  subject  to  amendments  to  Part 
185,  publidied  in  the  Feokral  Register 
as  a  notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  on 
March  28,  1975  (40  PR  14166),  after  re¬ 
view  of  such  amendments  in  light  of 
public  comment  and  their  republication 
in  final  form.  Therefore,  applicants 
should  consult  the  proposed  regulations 
in  developing  their  applications. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
numbers  13.526  (Basic  Grants),  13.526  (Pi¬ 
lot  Projects),  13.528  (Bilingual  Projects), 
and  13.529  (Projects  to  be  carried  out  by 
Public  or  Nonprofit  Private  Organizations) ) 

Dated:  May  21, 1975. 

T.  H.  Bell, 

U.S.  Commissioner  of  Education. 

[FR  Doc.75-13737  Filed  6-22-75:8:45  am] 


Office  of  the  Secretary 

SECRETARY’S  ADVISORY  COMMITTEE  ON 

THE  RIGHTS  AND  RESPONSIBILITIES 

OF  WOMEN 

Meeting 

The  Secretary ’s  Advisory  Committee  on 
the  Rights  and  Responsibilities  of  Wo¬ 
men,  which  was  established  to  review  the 
policies,  programs,  and  activities  of  the 
Department  of  Health,  Education,  and 
Welfare  relative  to  women  and  to  make 
recommendations  to  the  Secretary  on 
how  to  better  the  services  of  HEW’s  pro¬ 
grams  to  meet  these  special  needs  of 
women,  will  sponsor  on  Thursday  and 
Friday,  Jime  12-13, 1975  a  conference  on 
Child  Care  and  the  Working  Woman 
from  9  a.m.  to  5  pjn.  In  the  auditorium 
of  the  Department  of  HEW-North  Build¬ 
ing,  330  Independence  Ave.,  SW,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C. 

The  agenda  for  the  Conference  in¬ 
cludes  a  discussion  by  invited  speakers 
and  participants  of  the  cost  and  availa¬ 
bility  of  child  care  services  for  the  work¬ 
ing  woman.  The  keynote  speaker  will  be 
Congresswoman  Margaret  Heckler 
(Mass.).  Osta  Underwood,  CTialrperson, 
of  the  Secretary’s  Advisory  Committee  on 
the  Rights  and  Responsibilities  of  Wo¬ 
men  will  chair  the  conference. 

Because  of  the  timeliness  of  the  sub¬ 
ject  and  its  far-reaching  significance  at 
a  time  when  mothers  of  young  children 
are  entering  the  workforce  In  ever  In¬ 
creasing  numbers,  broad  Interest  In  the 
conference  Is  anticipated. 

Interested  persops  wishing  to  address 
the  conference  panelists,  should  contact 
the  Acting  Executive  Secretary  by  COB 
Monday,  June  9th.  Phone:  202-245-8454. 
Written  statements  received  by  June  9th 
will  be  distributed  at  the  conference. 
Members  of  the  public  are  Invited  to  at¬ 
tend. 

Dated:  May  13,  1975. 

Sandra  S.  Kramer, 
Acting  Executive  Secretary,  Sec¬ 
retary’s  Advisory  Committee 
on  the  Rights  and  Responsi¬ 
bilities  of  Women. 

(FR  Doc.75-13622  Filed  5-22-76:8:45  am] 


PROJECT  NEWGATE  AND  OTHER  PRISON 
COLLEGE  PROGRAMS 

Study  Results 

Pursuant  to  section  606  of  the  Eco¬ 
nomic  Opportunity  Act  of  1964,  as 
amended,  42  USC  2946,  this  agency  an¬ 
nounces  the  results,  findings,  data,  or 
recommendations  reported  as  a  result  of 
activities  associated  with  HEW  project 
entitled,  “Additional  Data  Analysis  and 
Evaluation  of  ‘Project  NewGate’  and 
Other  Prison  College  Programs.” 

This  report  presents  additional  data 
analysis  from  an  evaluation  study  of  the 
Offlce  of  Economic  Oppiortunity  (OEO) 
funded  Project  NewGate  which  operated 
a  prison  college  education  program  at 
five  prisons  across  the  country  and  four 
other  (non-NewGate  models)  prison  col¬ 
lege  programs.  The  original  evaluation 
study  and  analysis  was  carried  out  under 
OEO  Contract  #B2C-5322.  The  addi¬ 
tional  data  analysis  confirmed  the  find¬ 
ings  of  the  original  study  vis-a-vis  reel¬ 
ings  of  the  original  study  vis-a-vis  recid¬ 
ivism.  achieving  post-release  stability, 
and  in  realizing  life  goals.  In  addition  it 
was  foimd.that: 

Participation  in  a  prison  college  pro¬ 
gram  reduced  drinking  and  drug  abuse 
problems. 

Program  participation  raised  occupa¬ 
tional  level. 

A  post-release  program  providing 
structure,  guidance,  and  financial  sup¬ 
port  to  exconvicts  enrolled  In  college  is 
essential  to  maximize  the  post-release 
education  experience. 

Post-release  programs  of  high  quality 
are  characterized  by  close  supervision 
of  exconvict  students  This  close  super¬ 
vision  also  results  in  decreased  recidi¬ 
vism. 

NewGate  programs  were  more  success¬ 
ful  than  other  program  types  in  enroll¬ 
ing  and  maintaining  educationally  and 
economically  disadvantaged,  students  In 
college. 

Background  SES  was  almost  elimi¬ 
nated  as  a  determinant  of  post-release 
college  enrollment  In  the  NewGate  proj¬ 
ects  but  not  in  the  non-NewGate  pro¬ 
grams. 

A  copy  of  this  report  will  be  filed  and 
available  as  soon  as  possible,  from  the 
National  Technical  Information  Service, 
UB.  Department  of  Commerce,  Spring- 
field.  Virginia  22151.  f 

Dated:  May  20. 1975.  * 

William  A.  Morrill, 
Assistant  Secretary  for 
Planning  and  Evaluation. 

(FR  Doc.75-13623  FUed  5-22-75:8:46  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HOUSING  AND 
URBAN  DEVELOPMENT 

Office  of  the  Secretary 

(Docket  No.  D-76-330] 

ASSISTANT  SECRETARY  AND  DEPUTY  AS¬ 
SISTANT  SECRETARY  FOR  HOUSING 
PRODUCTION  AND  MORTGAGE  CREDIT 

Delegation  of  Authority 

The  Assistant  Secretary  for  Housing 
Production  and  Mortgage  Credit  and 
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Federal  Housing  Commissioner,  and 
Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  for  Housing 
Production  and  Mortgage  Credit  and 
Deputy  Federal  Housing  Commissioner 
are  each  authorized  to  exercise  the  au¬ 
thority  of  the  Secretary  of  Housing  and 
Urban  Development  pursuant  to  section 
236  of  the  National  Housing  Act  with  re¬ 
spect  to  those  Agreements  for  Interest 
Reduction  Payments  between  the  New 
York  State  Urban  Development  Cor¬ 
poration  (UDC),  HUD,  and  the  mort¬ 
gagors  covering  certain  mortgages  orig¬ 
inally  held  by  UDC  and  referred  to  In  a 
letter  agreement  dated  on  or  about  May 
20,  1975  addressed  to  banks  who  were 
parties  to  a  Credit  Agreement  dated  May 
12, 1975  and  UDC. 

(Sec.  7(d) ,  Department  of  HUD  Act  (42  U.S.C. 
3535(d))). 

Effective  Date:  This  delegation  shall 
be  effective  as  of  May  16, 1975. 

Carla  A.  Hills, 
Secretary  of  Housing 
and  Urban  Development. 

[PR  Doc.75-13610  PUed  5-22-75:8:45  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF 
TRANSPORTATION 

Coast  Guard 
[COD  76-0911 

MARINE  SANITATION  DEVICES 
Certifications  Granted 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  75-11814  appearing  on  page 
19873  In  the  issue  for  Wednesday,  May  7, 
1975,  In  the  first  column  of  the  table  on 
page  19874,  the  following  changes  should 
be  made: 

1.  “Bridge  Warren  (O),  ♦  •  *  Mont.” 
should  read  “Bridge  Warren  (O)  •  •  • 
Minn.” 

2.  “Rrestone  Corp.  (M) ,  *  *  *  Ariz.” 
should  read  “Firestone  Corp.  (M),  *  •  • 
Ark.” 


National  Highway  Traffic  Safety 
Administration 

[Docket  No.  EX75-14:  Notice  3) 

HARNISCHFEGER  CORP. 

Petition  for  Temporary  Exemption  From 

Federal  Motor  Vehicle  Safety  Standard 

Hamischfeger  Corporation  of  Cedar 
Rapids,  Iowa,*  has  asked  the  Adminis¬ 
trator  to  reconsider  his  d«iial  of  its  pe¬ 
tition  for  temporary  exemption  from  49 
CFR  5  571.121,  Motor  Vehicle  Safety 
Standard  No.  121,  Air  Brake  Systems,  on 
groimds  of  substantial  economic  hard¬ 
ship. 

Notice  of  the  petition  was  published  on 
March  10,  1975,  (40  FR  11019)  and  an 
opportunity  afforded  for  comment.  Osh¬ 
kosh  Truck  Corporation  opposed  the  pe¬ 
tition.  No  other  comments  were  filed.  No¬ 
tice  of  the  denial  of  its  petition  was  pub¬ 
lished  on  April  25.  1975,  (40  FR  18209). 

Specifically,  Hamischfeger  has  asked 
the  Administrator  to  reccoisider  that  por¬ 
tion  of  his  decision  covering  its  crane 


carrier  models  T  150/200.  The  Adminis¬ 
trator  in  his  denial  commented: 

The  T  150/200  models  accounted  ton  ap¬ 
proximately  11^  percent  of  Hamischfeger ’s 
production  in  fiscal  1974  (107  units  out  of 
922).  According  to  the  petitioner  "The  1976 
fiscal  year  production  rate  has  been  10  units/ 
month.  Perhaps  one-half  will  be  shipped  to 
the  export  market.”  Since  vehicles  manufac¬ 
tured  for  export  do  not  have  to  meet  Stand¬ 
ard  No.  121,  the  question  is  whether  a  ces¬ 
sation  of  production  of  five  units  a  month, 
representing  perhaps  6  percent  of  Harnischfe- 
ger’s  overall  vehicle  pr^uction,  would  cause 
substantial  economic  hardship.  In  light  of 
Harnischfeger’s  net  income  of  $11,645,639  in 
fiscal  1974,  it  is  concluded  that  hardship  has 
not  been  proven.  The  effect  upon  employ¬ 
ment  should  be  minimal  as  petitioner  will  be 
able  to  continue  producing  vehicles  for  the 
export  market. 

In  addressing  itself  to  the  Adminis¬ 
trator,  Hamischfeger  stated  that  “The 
loss  of  five  T-150  machines  per  month  at 
$78,000  per  machine  is  $390,000  per 
month.”  The  corresponding  loss  in  man¬ 
power  is  50  jobs  at  the  Cedar  Rapids  fa¬ 
cility.  The  company  states  that  none  of 
its  major  competitors  in  the  truck  crane 
carrier  indust^  “has  of  this  date  [May  6, 
1975]  assembled  a  prototype,  tested  and 
approved  the  combination  of  the  new 
axle  and  the  electronic  skid  control  de¬ 
vice.”  These  competitors  are:  Grove  Cor¬ 
poration,  Bucyrus  Erie,  Koehring  Com¬ 
pany,  Chune  Carrier  Corporation,  and 
Hendrickson  Manufacturing  Company. 
Hamischfeger  argues  that  it  has  in  good 
faith  attempted  to  comply  in  a  timely 
manner  with  Standard  No.  121,  order¬ 
ing  “our  material  as  early  as  our  vendors 
would  accept  orders.”  It  blames  its  com- 
pUance  problems  on  vendor  delay  and  is 
of  the  view  that  axle  suppliers  have  given 
low  priority  to  filling  the  orders  of  the 
truck  crane  industry.  By  May  15,  1975, 
Hamischfeger  expects  to  have  all  parts 
necessary  for  construction  of  121  pro¬ 
totypes,  and  it  requests  an  exemption 
imtil  March  1,  1976,  for  testing  and  pro¬ 
duction  changes. 

This  notice  of  receipt  of  a  petition  for 
reconsideration  of  a  denial  of  a  tempo¬ 
rary  exemption  is  published  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  NHTSA  regulations  on 
temporary  exemptions  (49  CFR  555.7), 
and  does  not  represent  any  agency  de- 
cisicxi  or  other  exercise  of  judgment  con¬ 
cerning  the  merits  of  the  petition. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  comments  on  the  petition  of  Ham¬ 
ischfeger  Corporation  described  above. 
Comments  should  refer  to  the  docket 
number  and  be  subpiitted  to:  Docket 
Section,  National  Highway  Traffic  Safety 
Administration,  Room  5108,  400  Seventh 
Street.  S.W.,  Washington.  D.C.  20590.  It 
is  requested  but  not  required  that  five 
copies  be  submitted. 

All  comments  received  before  the  close 
of  business  on  the  comment  closing  date 
indicated  below  will  be  considered.  Hie 
application  and  supporting  materials, 
and  all  comments  received,  are  available 
for  examination  In  the  docket  both  be¬ 
fore  and  after  the  closing  date.  Com¬ 
ments  received  after  the  closing  date  will 
also  be  filed  and  will  be  considered  to  the 


extent  possible.  When  the  petition  Is 
granted  or  denied,  notice  will  be  pub¬ 
lished  In  the  Federal  Register  pursuant 
to  the  authority  Indicated  below. 
Comment  closing  date:  June  2.  1975. 

(Sec.  3,  Pub.  L.  92-548,  86  Stat.  1159  (15 
UH.C.  14100;  delegations  of  authority  at  49 
CFR  1.61  and  49  CFR  501.8.) 

Issued  on  May  20,  1975. 

Robert  L.  Carter, 
Associate  Administrator, 
Motor  Vehicle  Programs. 
[FR  Doc.76-13674  Filed  6-21-76;  11:39  am) 


NATIONAL  MOTOR  VEHICLE  SAFETY 
ADVISORY  COUNCIL 

Public  Meeting 

On  June  11  and  12,  1975,  the  National 
Motor  Vehicle  Safety  Advisory  Council 
will  hold  open  meetings  in  the  DOT 
Headquarters  Building,  400  Seventh 
Street,  SW.  Washington,  D.C.  The  Ad¬ 
visory  Council  is  composed  of  25  mem¬ 
bers,  a  majority  of  whom  are  representa¬ 
tives  of  the  general  public,  including 
representatives  of  State  and  local  gov¬ 
ernments,  with  the  remainder  including 
representatives  of  motor  vehicle  manu¬ 
facturers,  motor  vehicle  equipment  man¬ 
ufacturers,  and  motor  vehicle  dealers. 
The  Advisory  Council  makes  recommen¬ 
dations  to  the  Secretary  of  Transporta¬ 
tion  on  motor  vehicle  safety  and  prop¬ 
erty  loss  reduction  programs  carried  out 
by  the  National  Highway  Traffic  Safety 
Administration. 

The  following  meetings  are  subject  to 
the  approval  of  the  National  Highway 
Traffic  Safety  Administrator. 

On  June  11  at  8:30  a.m.  in  room  4234 
of  the  DOT  Headquarters  Building  the 
Motorcycle  Subcommittee  will  meet  with 
the  following  agenda: 

Daytime  Use  of  Motorcycle  Headlights 
Advanced  Training/Licensing  Requirements 
for  Motorcyclists 

Indepth  Accident  Investigation  of  Motorcycle 
Accidents — Project  Status 

At  9  a.m.  on  June  11  in  room  3202  of 
the  DOT  Headquarters  Building  the 
Crashworthiness  Committee  will  meet 
the  following  agenda: 

Council  Member  Reports  on  May  19-23  Pub* 
lie  Meeting  on  Occupant  Crash  Protection 
(FMVSS  208) 

Update  on  Crash  and  Post  Crash  Safety 
Standards  (FMVSS  200  and  300  series) 

On  June  11  at  1  p.m.  In  room  4234  of 
the  DOT  Headquarters  Building  the 
Consumer  and  Public  Information  Com¬ 
mittee  will  meet  with  the  following 
agenda: 

Review  of  "Hot  Line"  Systems  for  Handling 
Auto-Related  Defects  and  Consumer  Prob¬ 
lems 

On  June  12  at  9  a.m.  the  full  Council 
will  meet  with  the  following  agenda  In 
room  3202  of  the  DOT  Headquarters 
Building: 
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Approval  of  May  1  Meeting  Minutes 
Council  Bylaws 

Selection  of  Excalibur  Award  Recipient 
Discussion  of  GAO  Report  “Contributions  of 
Advisory  Groups  to  Federal  Motor  Vehicle 
and  Traffic  Safety  Programs"  and  New  Di¬ 
rections  for  the  Council 
Report  of  Crashworthiness  Committee 
Report  of  Motorcycle  Subconunittee 
Report  of  Consumer  and  Public  Information 
Committee 

Status  Report — Fourth  International  Con¬ 
gress  on  Automotive  Safety 
New  Business 
Future  Meetings 

For  further  information  contact  the 
NHTSA  Executive  Secretary,  Room  5215, 
400  Seventh  Street,  SW,  Washington, 
D.C.,  telephone  202-426-2872. 

This  notice  is  given  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  10(a)  (2)  of  Pub.  L.  92-463,  Federal 
Advisory  Committee  Act  (FACA),  effec¬ 
tive  January  5, 1973. 

Issued:  May  19, 1975. 

Wm.  H.  Marsh," 
Executive  Secretary. 
(FR  Doc.76-13605  Filed  6-22-75;8:46  am] 


[Docket  No.  EX  75-18;  Notice  1  ] 

ORCON  INDUSTRIES,  INC. 

Petition  for  Temporary  Exemption  From 

Federal  Motor  Vehicle  Safety  Standard 

Orcon  Industries,  Inc.,  of  Ortonville, 
Minnesota,  has  petitioned  for  a  1-year 
exemption  from  Motor  Vehicle  Safety 
Standard  No.  121,  Air  Brake  Systems,  on 
the  basis  that  compliance  would  cause  it 
substantial  economic  hardship. 

Petitioner  manufactures  semi-trailers 
for  hauling  asphalt  and  produced  56  such 
vehicles  “in  the  past  year.”  It  estimates 
“change  over  costs”  to  Standard  No.  121 
as  totaling  $60,000,  attributing  $5,000  to 
engineering,  $20,000  to  testing,  and 
$35,000  to  “stock  change  over.”  Orcon 
had  a  net  loss  of  $154,352.57  in  the  ^st 
9  months  of  its  current  fiscal  year,  a  net 
loss  of  $76,905.29  in  its  fiscal  year  ending 
April  30,  1974,  and  a  net  profit  of 
$3,720.92  in  the  preceding  fiscal  year. 
How  much  of  the  loss  is  attributable  to 
trailer  maniifacturing  is  unclear,  as  the 
company  was  incorporated  to  conduct  “a 
general  steel  fabrication  business.”  The 
source  of  its  income  since  January  1, 
1975,  the  effective  date  of  Standard  No. 
121  for  trailers,  is  also  unclear. 

The  company  appears  to  argue  that  its 
limited  financial  resources  have  been  di¬ 
rected  towards  “developing  the  trailer 
and  getting  into  the  trailer  industry”  by 
setting  up  “dealerships  all  over  the 
United  States  at  great  expense”  rather 
than  towards  compliance.  It  stated,  “Be¬ 
cause  we  are  a  small  manufacturing  op¬ 
eration  and  lack  the  necessary  finances, 
and  a  more  complete  engineering  sec¬ 
tion,  we  were  forced  to  delay  or  put  aside 
the  necessary  engineering,  research,  de¬ 
velopment,  and  testing  time  required  for 
adequate  implementation  of  S-121.”  Or¬ 
con  does  not  allege  any  specific  difficulty 
in  complying  with  Standard  No.  121,  but 
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notes  that  the  retail  price  increase  of 
$2,000  required  for  a  conforming  vehicle 
will  make  it  “less  attractive  for  a  pro¬ 
spective  purchaser,”  and  it  offers  to  pre¬ 
sent  conforming  vehicles  as  a  consumer 
option  while  the  exemption  is  in  effect. 

This  notice  of  receipt  of  a  petition  for 
a  temporary  exemption  is  published  in 
accordance  with  the  NHTSA  regulations 
on  this  subject  (49  CFR  555.7) ,  and  does 
not  represent  any  agency  decision  or 
other  exercise  of  Judgment  concerning 
the  merits  of  the  petition. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  comments  on  the  petition  of  Orcon 
Industries  described  above.  Comments 
should  refer  to  the  docket  number  and 
be  submitted  to:  Docket  Section,  Na¬ 
tional  Highway  Traffic  Safety  Admin¬ 
istration,  Room  5108,  400  Seventh  Street, 
SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20590.  It  is  re¬ 
quested  but  not  required  that  five  copies 
submitted.  __ 

All  comments  received  before  the  close 
of  business  on  the  comment  closing  date 
Indicated  below  will  be  considered.  The 
application  and  supporting  materials, 
and  all  comments  received,  are  available 
for  examination  in  the  docket  both  be¬ 
fore  and  after  the  closing  date.  Com¬ 
ments  received  after  the  closing  date  will 
also  be  filed  and  will  be  considered  to  the 
extent  possible.  When  the  petition  is 
granted  or  denied,  notice  will  be  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  pursuant 
to  the  authority  Indicated  below. 

Comment  closing  date:  June  2,  1975. 

(Seo.  3  Pub.  L.  92-548,  86  Stat.  1159  (15 
UB.C.  1410),  delegations  of  authority  at  49 
CFR  1.51  and  49  CFR  501.8) 

Issued  on  May  20,  i975. 

Robert  L.  Carter, 
Associate  Administrator. 

Motor  Vehicle  Programs. 

[FR  Doc.76-13663  Filed  6-21-76;4:18  pm] 


Office  of  Pipeline  Safety 
[Docket  No.  Pet.  76-41 
TRANS-ALASKA  CRUDE  OIL  PIPELINE 
Grant  of  Waiver 

By  letters  dated  March  19,  and  May  3, 
1975,  the  Alyeska  Pipeline  Service  Com¬ 
pany  requested  a  waiver  from  compli¬ 
ance  with  the  coating  and  cathodic  pro¬ 
tection  requirements  of  S§  195.238(a)  (5) 
and  195.242(a)  of  Title  49  of  the  Code 
of  Federal  Regulations  with  respect  to 
the  following  sections  of  the  Trans- 
Alaska  crude  oil  pipeline:  (1)  three  spe¬ 
cial  buried,  refrigerated  sections  totaling 
4.3  miles;  (2)  approximately  240  short 
buried  transition  sections,  each  approxi¬ 
mately  60-80  feet  long;  and  (3)  approxi¬ 
mately  20  buried  “sag  bend”  sections, 
each  approximately  120  feet  long. 

Section  195.238(a)  (5)  provides: 

(a)  No  pipeline  system  component  may  be 
buried  unless  that  component  has  an  ex¬ 
ternal  protective  coating  that — 

•  •  *  •  • 

(5)  Supports  any  supplemental  cathodic 
protection. 

#  •  •  •  « 
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Section  195.242(a)  provides: 

(a)  A  cathodic  protection  system  must  be 
instaUed  for  all  burled  facUitlee  to  mitigate 
corrosion  deterioration  that  might  result  In 
structural  failure.  A  test  procedure  must  be 
developed  to  determine  whether  adequate 
cathodic  protection  has  been  achieved. 

*  •  •  •  • 

All  sections  of  the  pipeline  for  which 
the  waiver  is  requested  are  to  be  covered 
with  thermal  insulation-type  coating 
consisting  of  3  inches  of  a  closed-cell 
polyurethane  insulation  material  and  a 
0.19-inch  fiberglass  reinforced  polyester 
outer  Jacket.  This  coating  presents  a 
highly  resistant  path  for  electrical  cur¬ 
rent  from  a  cathodic  protection  source  to 
locations  on  the  surface  of  an  imderlying 
pipeline.  As  a  result,  the  coating  pre¬ 
cludes  the  effective  operation  of  an  ex¬ 
ternal  cathodic  protection  system. 

The  4.30  miles  of  buried,  refrigerated 
sections  of  the  pipeline  will  be  located  in 
permafrost  at  migratory  animal  cross¬ 
ings.  Both  the  thermal  insulation-type 
coating  and  refrigeration  of  the  sur¬ 
rounding  soil  are  necessary  to  safeguard 
those  crossings  against  thawing  of  the 
permafrost  by  the  high  temperature  of 
the  buried  pipe.  Thawing  of  the  perma¬ 
frost  would  not  only  reduce  the  support 
for  the  pipe,  but  would  Increase  the  like¬ 
lihood  of  corrosion  due  to  the  presence  of 
liquid  water. 

About  half  the  length  of  the  800-mile 
pipeline  will  be  elevated  to  avoid  burying 
it  in  ice-rich  permafrost.  The  240  short 
buried  transition  sections  lie  between  the 
elevated  and  buried  portions  of  the  pipe¬ 
line.  If  the  pipeline  is  shut  down  for  a 
long  period,  the  insulation-type  coating 
on  the  transition  sections  is  necessary  to 
retard  congelation  of  the  oil  in  those  sec¬ 
tions  due  to  very  low  surrounding  soil 
temperatures  near  the  ground  surface. 
Oil  in  the  elevated  portions  of  the  pipe¬ 
line  will  be  similarly  protected  by  an  in¬ 
sulation-type  coating. 

The  “sag  bend”  sections  are  located 
where  elevated  portions  of  the  pipeline 
dip  below  the  surface  of  permafrost  to 
provide  animal  crossings.  The  thermal 
insulation-type  coating  is  necessary  on 
these  sections  to  protect  against  thawing 
of  the  permafrost.  Additional  protection 
against  thawing  will  be  provided  by  lin¬ 
ing  the  pipe  trench  with  12  inches  of 
polystyrene  closed-cell  insulation.  Re¬ 
frigeration  of  the  siurroundlng  soil  is  not 
warranted  for  these  relatively  short  be- 
lowgroimd  sections  as  it  is  for  the  longer 
migratory  animal  crossings  because  sup¬ 
port  for  the  pipe  is  provided  by  vertical 
members  placed  in  the  permafrost. 

In  support  of  its  petition,  Alyeska 
states : 

(1)  In  the  absence  of  moisture  penetra¬ 
tion,  the  thermal  Insulation-type  coating 
provides  a  very  high  electrical  resistance, 
thus  minimizing  the  possibility  of  corrosion. 

(2)  Before  the  application  of  the  thermal 
lnsulation-t3rpe  coating,  the  pipe  wUl  be 
coated  with  Scotchkote  202  thermoset  epoxy. 
Except  for  approximately  220  lengths  of  pipe, 
the  Scotchkote  coating  will  be  visually  and 
electrically  Inspected  and  any  defective  coat¬ 
ing,  foreign  material,  and  pipe  surface  Im¬ 
perfection  removed  and  repaired.  Approxi¬ 
mately  220  lengths  of  pipe  (totalling  1.7 
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miles)  liave  had  thermal  Insiilatkm-type 
coating  applied  without  Inspection  of  the 
Scotchkote  coating.  These  200  lengths  of  pipe 
would  be  Installed  In  refrigerated  eoU  to 
eliminate  exposure  to  liquid  water. 

<3)  If  a  cxmck.  occurs  In  the  outOT  Jacket  of 
the  thermal  Insulatlon-type  coating,  the  low 
permeability  of  polyurethane  to  water  and 
the  high  operating  temperature  of  the  pipe 
tend  to  keep  water  away  from  the  p4>s. 

(4)  The  shear  strength  of  the  bond  of  the 
polyurethane  to  the  outer  Jacket  and  to  the 
Scotchkote  ooating  Is  equal  to  or  greater 
than  the  shear  strength  of  the  polyxirethane 
Itself. 

(5)  The  closed-cell  thermal  insulation-type 
system  slows  the  replenishment  of  oxygen 
necessary  for  ocHToslon. 

(9)  In  those  sections  where  the  soli  sur- 
roundlng  the  pipe  Is  refrigerated,  liquid 
water  will  not  be  present  and  thus  the  like¬ 
lihood  for  oorrosive  action  Is  virtually  elim¬ 
inated. 

(7)  ArUflcial  alnc  anodes  Installed  along 
the  pipeline  provide  "spill-over"  cathodic 
protection  In  the  short  burled  transition  sec¬ 
tions  where  the  thermal  Insulatlon-type 
ooating  may  be  damaged. 

The  Office  of  Pipdine  Safety  (OPS) 
has  reviewed  the  information  submitted 
in  connecUtm  with  the  petition.  Based 
on  that  review  and  other  relevant  in¬ 
formation,  OPS  finds  that  imd«r  the  con¬ 
dition  stated  hereinafter,  a  waiver  is  ai>- 
propriate  and  consistent  with  pipeline 
safety  for  the  following  reasons:  (1)  the 
fiberglass  reinforced  polyester  outer 
Jacket  is  a  relatively  impmneable  bar¬ 
rier  to  nn^ure  which  is  necessary  for 
ccuTOskm  to  occur;  (2)  in  the  event  of  a 
break  in  the  outer  Jacket  allowing  the 
introducthm  of  moisture,  the  possibility 
of  oorro^n  is  minimized  by  the  com¬ 
bination  low  permeability  of  the  poly¬ 
urethane  to  water,  the  high  temperature 
at  the  pipe  tending  to  drive  any  water 
away,  and  the  existence  of  an  imderlying 
ooating  of  Scotchkote  202  q;>oxy  except 
at  field  Joints  where  a  coating  of  Royston 
Oreenline  tape  is  to  be  api^d  (as  a  <xm- 
dlti<m  of  this  waiv^) ;  (3)  in  the  case  of 
the  refrigerated  sections,  additional  pro¬ 
tection  is  afforded  by  the  virtual  elimina¬ 
tion  of  oorrosive  action  due  to  the  very 
high  resistivity  of  frozen  soil;  (4)  except 
for  i^roximately  220  lengths  of  pipe, 
before  the  thermal  insulation-type  ooat¬ 
ing  is  applied  to  the  ifipe,  the  existing 
Scotchkote  202  coating  is  to  be  visually 
and  electrically  inspected  and  any  de¬ 
fective  ooating,  foreign  materials,  and 
pipe  smface  imperfections  are  to  be  re¬ 
moved  and  repaired;  and  (5)  In  the  case 
of  the  approximately  220  lengths  of  pipe 
on  which  thermal  Insulatkm-type  coat¬ 
ing  has  been  applied  without  Inspection 
of  the  imderljd^  Scotchkote  202  coating, 
that  pipe  Is  to  be  installed  In  refrigerated 
soil  where  corrosive  action  is  virtually 
eliminated. 

Accordingly,  effective  Immediately,  the 
Alyeska  Pipiellne  Service  Company  is 
hereby  granted  a  waiver  from  compliance 
with  the  coating  and  cathodic  protec¬ 
tion  requirements  of  49  CFR  195.238(a) 
(5)  and  195.243(a)  with  respect  to  those 
ixurtkms  of  the  pipeline  described  here¬ 


inbefore.  subject  to  the  f<^wing  oondl- 
tk>a: 

That  section  of  pipe  extending  from  each 
field  girth  weld  Joint  which  to  not  covered 
with  i«»i  applied  thermal  Insulatlon-type 
coating  before  the  pipe  to  Joined  must  be 
primed  with  Boybond  747  primer,  wrapped 
with  Boyston  Oreenline  tiq>e,  and  covered 
with  prefabricated  C-type  thermal  Insula- 
tlon-tjrpe  coating. 

This  Notice  is  issued  imder  the  author¬ 
ity  of  sections  831-835  of  Title  18,  United 
States  Code,  Section  6(e)  (4)  of  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Transportation  Act  (49  USC 
1655(e)  (4) ),  S  1.58(d)  of  the  regulations 
of  the  Office  of  the  Secretary  of  Trans¬ 
portation  (49  CFR  1.58(d) ),  and  the  re¬ 
delegation  of  authority  to  the  Director, 
Office  of  I*ipeline  Safety,  set  forth  in  Ap¬ 
pendix  A  to  Part  1  of  the  regulations  of 
the  Office  of  the  Secretary  of  Transpor¬ 
tation  (49  CFR  Part  1 ) . 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.  on  May  19, 
1975. 

Joseph  C.  Caldwell, 

Director, 

Office  of  Pipelim  Safety. 

IFB  Doc.75-13636  FUed  5-22-76;8:46  am] 

ADMINISTRATIVE  CONFERENCE 
OF  THE  UNITED  STATES 

COMMITTEE  ON  INFORMAL  ACTION 
Meeting 

Pursuant  to  the  Federal  Advisory 
CTommittee  Act  (Pub.  L.  92-463),  notice 
is  hereby  given  of  a  meeting  of  the  Ctxn- 
mittee  on  Informal  Action  of  the  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Conference  of  the  United 
States,  to  be  held  at  10  a.m.,  June  5, 
1975,  in  the  offices  of  Shea  &  (Gardner, 
734  15th  Street.  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20005. 

The  Committee  will  meet  to  consider 
Its  project  on  the  exercise  of  prosecu¬ 
torial  discretion  in  antitrust  cases.  Pro¬ 
fessor  Maroney,  the  Conference’s  con¬ 
sultant  on  this  matter,  will  be  present  to 
discuss  the  scope  and  direction  of  his 
study. 

Attendance  is  open  to  the  Interested 
public,  but  limited  to  the  space  available. 
Persons  wishing  to  attend  should  notify 
this  office  at  least  one  day  in  advance. 
Ihe  Committee  Chairman  may,  if  he 
deems  it  appropriate,  permit  members 
of  the  puUlc  to  present  oral  statements 
at  the  meeting;  any  member  of  the  pub¬ 
lic  may  file  a  written  statement  with  the 
Committee,  before,  during  or  after  the 
meeting. 

For  further  Information  concerning 
this  Committee  meeting  contact  Mr. 
Jorge  A.  Duarte  (phone;  202-254-7065). 
Minutes  of  the  meeting  will  be  available 
on  request. 

Dated:  May  21.  1975. 

Richard  BL  Berg, 
Executive  Secretary. 

(FB  Doc.75-13743  FUed  6-31-76;4;36  pm] 


CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

(Docket  No.  25380;  Agreement  CAB.  26081; 
Order  75-5-20] 

INTERNATIONAL  AIR  TRANSPORT 
ASSOCIATION 

North  Atlantic  Cargo  Rates 

Correction 

The  date  “May  5, 1975”,  which  appears 
at  the  begiiming  of  FR  Doc.  75-12429  on 
page  20848  of  the  Issue  for  Tuesday, 
May  13, 1975,  should  be  part  of  an  intro¬ 
ductory  sentence  readii^  “Issued  under 
delegated  authority  on  May  5, 1975.". 

(Docket  No.  27664] 

PAN  AMERICAN  WORLD  AIRWAYS.  INC. 
Proposed  Approval 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  75-11973  appearing  at  page 
19876  of  the  issue  for  Wednesday,  May  7, 
1975,  at  the  bottom  of  the  first  column 
on  page  19877,  following  the  line  “This 
order  shall  be  effective  and  become”,  in¬ 
sert  this  omitted  line:  “the  action  of  the 
Civil  Aeronautics  Board”. 


[Docket  36494,  35380;  Agreement  CA.B.  25054 

B-1  through  Br^3;  26080;  Order  75-5-72] 

INTERNATIONAL  AIR  TRANSPORT 
ASSOCIATION 

Passenger  Fares 

Mat  16. 1975. 

Agreements  have  been  filed  with  the 
Board,  pursuant  to  section  412(a)  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958  (the  Act) 
and  Part  261  of  the  Board’s  Economic 
Regulations,  between  varloiis  air  car¬ 
riers,  foreign  air  carriers,  and  other  car¬ 
riers,  embodied  in  the  resolutions  of  the 
Traffic  Conference  of  the  International 
Air  Transport  Association  (lATA) . 

Agreement  C.AB.  25054,  adopted  at 
a  meeting  held  December  2-6,  1974,  in 
Geneva,  would  establish  the  LATA  pas¬ 
senger  fare  structure  for  travel  within 
Eiurope  through  March  31,  1976.  The 
Board  will  approve  the  proposed  normal 
first  class  and  economy  fares,  as  well  as 
certain  promotional  fares,  which  are 
combinable  with  fares  to/from  UB. 
points  and  thus  have  indirect  applica¬ 
tion  in  air  transportation  as  defined  by 
the  Act.  Jurisdiction  will  be  disclaimed 
on  other,  non-combinable  fares.  We  will 
also  disclaim  Jurisdiction  on  Agreement 
C.AB.  25080,  which  involves  amend¬ 
ments  to  non-combinable  specific  com¬ 
modity  rates. 

Pursuant  to  authority  duly  delegated 
by  the  Board  in  the  Board’s  regulations, 
14  CFR  385.14:  1.  It  is  not  found  that 
the  following  resolutions,  incorporated 
In  Agreement  CAB.  25054  as  indicated, 
and  which  have  Indirect  application  In 
air  tran^rtatlon  as  defined  by  the  Act, 
are  adverse  to  the  puMlc  Interest  or  In 
violation  of  the  Act: 
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Acreemeat 

lATA 

CAB 

No. 

25064; 

R-1 . 

.  OOIL 

R  2 . 

.  OOlq 

R  3 . 

.  002 

K-4 . 

.  0028 

R-5 . 

.  006 

R  fl . 

.  014a 

R-7 . 

.  014SS 

R  8 . 

.  022dd 

R-9 . 

.  062 

R  10 . 

.  000 

Rll . 

.  062 

R  12 . 

-  OTOr 

R  13 . 

.  070q 

R-14 . 

R-’29 . 

.  072b 
.  09ir 

Title 


Special  Escape  for  TC2  Agreements . . ... 

TC2  Special  European  Escape  Resolution . . . 

Special  Readoption  Resolution . . . 

Special  Readoption  Resolution . 

Procedures  for  changes  to  Fares  and  Conditions  within  Scandinavia. 

Construction  Rule  for  Passenger  Fares . . 

Special  UK  Add-On  Fares  (Eiurope).. . 

TC2  Special  Rules  for  Sales  of  Passenger  Air  Transportation . 

TC2  First  Class  Fares . 

Economy  Class  Conditions  of  Service . 

TC2  Economy  Class  Fares . 

TC2  14  l>ay  Holiday  Fares  Switeerland  to  Eiuland . 

TC2  12  Day  Round  Trip  Fares,  Ireland  to  UK . 

TC2  Creative  Fares  Board— Europe . 

TC2  Family  Fares— Euroi>e . 


AppUcatlon 


2 

2 

2 

2 

2 

2 

2 

2 

2 

2 

2 

2 

2 

2 

2 


2.  It  is  not  round  that  the  following  resolutions,  incorporated  in  the  agreements 
indicated,  affect  air  transportation  within  the  meaning  of  the  Act: 


Agreement  lATA 
CAB  No. 


Title 


Application 


R-16 _ 

....  075h 

R-16 _ 

....  072k 

K-17 _ 

....  078n 

R-18 _ 

....  075q 

R-19 _ 

....  075o 

R-20 _ 

....  075qq 

R-21 _ 

_  076w 

R-‘22 _ 

....  081g 

R-23 _ 

....  081gg 

R-24 _ 

....  086 

R-25 _ 

....  086b 

R-26 _ 

....  086bb 

R-27 _ 

....  086c 

R-28 _ 

....  086d 

R-30 _ 

....  091k 

R-81 _ 

....  0»4b 

R-32 _ 

....  096J 

R-33 _ 

....  315 

080 . 

....  590 

TC2  Group  Fares — Benelux/Europe . 

90  Day  Excursion  Fare  from  Poland  to  Europe . 

TC2  Common  Interest  Group  Fares,  Iceland— Scandinavia,  Finland . 

TC2  Common  Interest  Group  Fares— Europe . 

TC2  School  Party  Group  Fares— Europe . . . 

TC2  Common  Interest  Group  Fares  (UK-8paln/Portugal  and  UK/ 
Perpignan). 

TC2  Group  Fares,  Between  France  and  Eastern  Europe . 

TC2  Group  Inclusive  Tour  Fares  Europe— Greece . 

TC2  Group  Inclusive  Tour  Fares,  Europe— Turkey . 

Tour  Operators’  Package  (TOP)  Fares  United  Kingdom— Europ . 

TC2  Inclusive  Tour  Arrangements  UK/Ireland — Sj^n/Portugal . . 

'rC2  Inclusive  Tour  Arrangements  from  the  United  Kindgom  and  Ireland. 

Tour  Operators’  Package  (TOP)  Fares  from  Europe  to  Umted  Kingdom _ 

'rC2  Inclusive  Tour  Arrangements — Finland . 

TC2  Spouse  Fares— Europe . 

Emigrant  Fares — Malta/I^ndon . 

Individual  Military  Fares  Between  the  United  Kingdom  and  Germany... 

Air  Ferry  Rates  for  Vehicles . 

S|)eciflc  Commodity  Rates  Board  (Amending) . 


2 

2 

2 

2 

2 

2 

2 

2 

2 

2 

2 

2 

2 

2 

2 

2 

2 

2 

2 


Accordingly,  it  is  ordered  That:  1. 
Those  portions  of  Agreement  C.A.B. 
25054  set  forth  in  finding  paragraph  1 
above  be  and  hereby  are  approved;  and 

2.  Jurisdiction  be  and  hereby  is  dis¬ 
claimed  with  respect  to  those  portions 
of  Agreements  C.A.B.  25054  and  C.A.B. 
25080  set  forth  in  finding  paragraph  2 
above. 

Persons  entitled  to  petition  the  Board 
for  review  of  this  order  pursuant  to  the 
Board’s  Regulations,  14  CFR  385.50,  may 
file  such  petitions  within  ten  days  after 
the  date  of  service  of  this  order. 

This  order  shaU  be  effective  and  be¬ 
come  the  action  of  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  upon  expiration  of  the  above 
period,  unless  within  such  period  a  peti¬ 
tion  for  review  therof  is  filed  or  the 
Board  gives  notice  that  it  will  review 
this  order  on  its  own  motion. 

This  order  will  be  published  in  the 

Federae  Register. 

[seal]  Edwin  Z.  Holland, 

Secretary. 

(FTl  Doc.75-13479  Piled  5-22-76;8:45  am] 


(Docket  No.  27468;  Order  76-6-77] 

NORTHWEST  AIRLINES,  INC. 

Application  for  Amendment  of  Certificate 
of  Public  Convenience  and  Necessity 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  at  its  ofBce  in  Washington,  D.C. 
on  the  20th  day  of  May,  1975. 

On  January  29,  1975,  Northwest  Air¬ 
lines,  Inc.,  filed  an  application,  pursuant 


to  Subpart  N  of  Part  302  of  the  Board’s 
Procedural  Regulations,  for  amendment 
of  its  certificate  of  public  convenience 
and  necessity  for  route  3  so  as  to  remove 
thRt  part  of  condition  7  which  prohibits 
turnaround  service  between  Minneapolis, 
on  the  one  hand,  and  Cleveland  and 
Pittsburgh,  on  the  other  hand. 

Allegheny  Airlines,  Inc.  has  filed  a 
statement  requesting  that  the  Board  dis¬ 
miss  that  portion  of  Northwest’s  appli¬ 
cation  which  relates  to  tumaroimd  sen^ 
ice  in  the  Minneapolis-Pittsburgh 
market. 

Upon  consideration  of  the  foregoing, 
we  do  not  find  that  Northwest’s  appli¬ 
cation  is  not  in  compliance  with,  or  is 
inappropriate  for  processing  under,  the 
provisions  of  Subpart  N.  Accordingly, 
we  order  further  proceedings  pursuant 
to  the  provisions  of  Subpart  N,  Sections 
1406-1410,  with  respect  to  Northwest’s 
application. 

Accordingly,  it  is  ordered  That:  1.  The 
api^catlon  of  Northwest  Airlines,  Inc., 
Docket  27456,  be  and  it  hereby  is  set  for 
further  proceedings  pursuant  to  Rules 
1406-1410  of  the  Board’s  Procedural 
Regulations;  and 

2.  This  order  shall  be  served  upon  all 
parties  served  by  Northwest  Airlines  in 
its  application. 

This  order  shall  be  published  in  the 

Federal  Register. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board: 

[seal]  Edwin  Z.  Holland, 

Secretary, 

(FR  Doc.76-13628  Filed  6-22-76;8:46  am] 


CIVIL  SERVICE  COMMISSION 

FEDERAL  EMPLOYEES  PAY  COUNCIL 
Meeting 

Pursuant  to  section  10(a)  (2)  of  the 
Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act,  Pub. 
L.  92-463,  notice  is  hereby  given  that 
the  Federal  Employees  Pay  Council  will 
meet  at  2  p.m.  on  Wednesday.  Jime  18, 
1975.  This  meeting  will  be  held  in  room 
5323  of  the  U.S.  Civil  Service  Commis¬ 
sion  building,  1900  E  Street,  N.W.,  and 
will  consist  of  continued  discussions  on 
the  fiscal  year  1976  comparability  ad¬ 
justment  for  the  statutory  pay  systems  of 
the  Federal  Government. 

The  Chairman  of  the  U.S.  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission  is  responsible  for  the 
making  of  determinations  imder  section 
10(d)  of  the  Federal  Advisory  Cmnmittee 
Act  as  to  whether  or  not  meetings  of  the 
Federal  Employees  Pay  Council  shall  be 
open  to  the  public.  He  has  determined 
that  this  meeting  will  consist  of  ex¬ 
changes  of  opinions  and  information 
which,  if  written,  would  fall  within  ex¬ 
emptions  (2)  or  (5)  of  5  U.S.C.  552(b). 
Therefore,  this  meeting  will  not  be  open 
to  the  public. 

For  the  President’s  Agent: 

Richard  H.  Hall, 
Advisory  Committee  Manage¬ 
ment  Officer  for  the  Presi¬ 
dent’s  Agent. 

[FR  Doc.76-13641  Filed  6-22-76;8:45  am] 


COMMITTEE  FOR  PURCHASE  FROM 
THE  BLIND  AND  OTHER  SE¬ 
VERELY  HANDICAPPED 
PROCUREMENT  LIST  1975 
Proposed  Addition 

Notice  is  hereby  given  pursuant  to 
section  2(a)  (2)  of  Pub.  L.  92-28;  85 
Stat.  79,  of  the  prcgiosal  to  increase  the 
quantity  provided  from  one-third  to 
one-half  of  the  total  Government  re¬ 
quirements  for  the  following  commodity 
included  on  Procurement  List  1975, 
November  12, 1974  (39  PR  39964). 

Class  8466 

Bag,  Sleeping,  Firefighter’s  (IB)  8465-00- 

081-0798  (OSA  Regions  9  and  10) 

Comments  and  views  regarding  this 
proposed  may  be  filed  with  the  Commit¬ 
tee  not  later  than  June  23,  1975.  Com¬ 
munications  should  be  addressed  to  the 
Executive  Director,  Committee  for  Pur¬ 
chase  from  the  Blind  and  Other  Severely 
Handicapped,  2009  Fourteenth  Street 
North,  Suite  610,  Arlington,  Virginia 
22201. 

This  notice  is  automatically  cancelled 
six  months  from  the  date  of  this  Federal 
Register. 

By  the  Committee. 

C.  W.  Fle’tcher, 

Executive  Director. 

(FR  Doc.76-13611  FUed  6-22-76;8:46  am] 
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NOTICES 


PROCUREMENT  UST  1975 
Proposed  Additions 

Notice  is  hereby  given  pursuant  to 
section  2(a)  (2)  of  Pub.  L.  92-28;  85  Stat. 
79,  of  the  proposed  addition  of  the  fol¬ 
lowing  commodities  to  Procurement  Ust 
1975,  November  12.  1974  (39  FR  39964) . 
Class  5510 

Stakes  (For  GSA  Region  7) : 

5610-60-171-7700 

6610-00-171-7701 

6610-00-171-7734 

55i0-00-171-7732 

551(M>0-171-7733 

CXass  7340 

Flatware,  Plastic,  Heavy  Duty; 
7340-00-033-1816 
7340-00-023-1816 
7840-00-022-1317 

Comments  and  views  regarding  these 
proposed  additions  may  be  filed  with  the 
Committee  not  later  than  June  23.  1975. 
Communications  should  be  addressed  to 
the  Executive  Director.  Committee  for 
Purchase  from  the  Blind  and  Other  Se¬ 
verely  Handicapped,  2009  Fourteenth 
Street  North,  Suite  610,  Arlington,  Vir¬ 
ginia  22201. 

This  notice  is  automatically  cancelled 
six  months  from  the  date  of  this  Federal 
Hegistes. 

By  the  Committee. 

C.  W.  Fletcher, 
Executive  Director. 

IFR  Doc.75-18612  Filed  6-22-75:8:45  am) 

PROCUREMENT  UST  1975 
Proposed  Addition 

Notice  is  hereby  given  pursuant  to 
section  2(a)  (2)  of  Pub.  L.  92-28;  85  Stat. 
70,  of  the  proposed  addition  of  the  fol¬ 
lowing  service  to  Procurement  List  1975, 
November  12.  1974  (39  FR  39964). 

Industrial  class  7349 

Janltorial/Maid 
Naval  Air  Station 
Whidbey  Island 

Oak  Harbor.  Washington,  for  following 
buildings: 

BuUding  308 
Building  381 

Comments  and  views  regarding  this 
proposed  addition  may  be  filed  with  the 
C(xnmlttee  not  later  than  June  23,  1975. 
Communications  should  be  addressed  to 
the  Executive  Director,  Committee  for 
Purchase  from  the  Blind  and  Other  Se¬ 
verely  EUmdicapped,  2009  Fourteenth 
Street  North,  Suite  610,  Arlington.  Vir¬ 
ginia  22201. 

This  notice  is  automatically  canceled 
November  24,  1975. 

By  the  Committee. 

C.  W.  Fletcher, 
Executive  Director. 
[FB  Doc.75-18767  Fltod  6-23-75;  10:01  am] 


COUNCIL  ON  ENVIRONMENTAL 
QUALITY 

ENVIRONMENTAL  IMPACT  STATEMENTS 
List  of  Statements  Received 

Environmentsd  Impact  statements  re¬ 
ceived  by  the  Council  on  Environmental 
Quality  from  May  12,  through  May  16, 
1975.  The  date  of  receipt  for  each  state¬ 
ment  is  noted  in  the  statement  summary. 
Under  Council  Guidelines  the  minimum 
period  for  public  review  and  comment  on 
draft  environmental  impact  statements 
is  forty-five  (45)  days  from  this  Federal 
Register  notice  of  availability.  (July  8, 
1975).  The  thirty  (30)  day  period  for 
each  final  statement  begins  on  the  day 
the  statement  is  made  available  to  the 
Council  and  to  commenting  parties. 

Copies  of  individual  statements  are 
available  for  review  from  the  originating 
agency.  Back  copies  will  also  be  availa¬ 
ble  at  cost  from  the  Environmental  Law 
Institute.  1346  Connecticut  Avenue, 
Washington,  D.C.  20036. 

Department  or  Agbicxtltube 

Contact:  David  Ward,  Acting  CXxM'dinator, 
Environmental  Quality  Activities,  Office  of 
tbe  Secretary,  T7B.  Department  of  Agricul¬ 
ture.  Room  331-E.  Administration  BuUding, 
Washington,  D.C.  20250  (202)  447-3853. 

FOREST  SERVICE 

Draft 

Stillman  Point  Unit,  Nezperce  N.F.,  Idaho 
County,  Idaho,  May  6:  The  statement  con¬ 
cerns  a  land  use  plan  for  the  Stillman  Point 
Planning  Unit  Nezperce  National  Forest. 
The  plan  provides  for  timber  management, 
recreation,  watershed  protection,  and  road¬ 
less  areas.  Principle  adverse  effects  are  those 
associated  with  timber  harvest  and  culture, 
treatment  of  big  game  winter  ranges,  and 
recreation  developments  and  use  (288  pages) . 
(ELR  Order  No.  60715.) 

Final 

Timber  Management,  White  Mountain 
N.F.,  May  12:  The  statement  refers  to  tbe 
pr(H>oeed  Timber  Management  Plan  which 
will  cover  the  White  Mountain  National 
Forest  from  July  1,  1974  through  June  30. 
1682.  The  plan  Includes  a  potential  yield  of 
19,210,000  of  sawlogs  and  68,900  <xvd6  of  prod¬ 
ucts  annually.  There  will  be  impacts  to  aes¬ 
thetics,  air,  water  and  soil  qualities,  and  fish 
and  wUdllfe.  Comments  made  by:  EPA,  D6DA, 
and  state  end  local  agencies.  (ELR  Order  No. 
60701.) 

Sluslaw,  Biskiyou,  Umpqua  NF.’s,  Supple¬ 
ment,  Oregon  and  Oallfornia,  May  14:  The 
statement  supplements  a  final  els  which  was 
filed  with  CEQ  on  February  25.  1974,  and 
refers  to  the  use  of  herbicides  on  the  three 
forests  in  forest  management  activities.  The 
chemical  agents  to  be  used  include  2,4-D, 
3,4,5-T,  2,4,5-TP,  Amltrole-T,  atraalne.  {Udo- 
ram,  and  dicamba.  There  will  be  Impacts  to 
non-target  species  and  to  wildlife.  Cmn- 
mente  made  by:  USDA,  COJt,  HUD,  DOI,  DOT. 
state  and  local  agencies,  groups,  businesses, 
and  Individuals.  (ELR  Order  No.  50709.) 

RXmAL  ELECTRIFICATION  ADMINISTRATION 

Draft 

116  kV  Transmission  Line,  Teton  to  Jack- 
eon,  Teton  County,  Wyoming,  May  14:  Ttie 
statement  oonoems  a  loan  application  from 


Lower  Valley  Power  and  Light,  Inc.,  to  finance 
approximately  11  miles  of  115  kV  transmis¬ 
sion  line  from  Teton  to  Jackson,  Wyoming. 
The  proposed  project  wUl  cross  Grand  Teton 
National  Park  and  tbe  National  Elk  Refuge. 
It  will  also  cross  the  Snake  River  in  an  area 
that  has  been  designated  under  Section  6(a) 
for  potential  addition  to  the  National  Wild 
and  Scenic  Rivers  System  and  Gros  Ventre 
River  which  is  being  consiqered  for  study. 
Adverse  impacts  include  Introducing  negative 
visual  impacts  into  scenic  areas,  the  removal 
of  a  small  number  of  trees,  and  some  soil 
erosion  which  may  affect  nearby  waterways 
(23  pages).  (ELR  Order  No.  60713.) 

A  notice  of  availability  for  this  draft  EIS 
appeared  on  April  2,  1975,  in  the  Federal 
Register  (40  FR  14787)  with  a  60  day  com¬ 
ment  period  ending  Jime  2.  However,  due  to 
an  error,  the  statement  was  not  filed  with  the 
Council  until  May  15,  1976.  Because  public 
notice  was  made  and  the  draft  EIS  was  dis¬ 
tributed  to  all  Interested  parties,  unless  ob¬ 
jections  are  received  by  the  Council  the  com¬ 
ment  period  is  hereby  shortened  and  will  end 
June  2,  1676. 

SOIL  CONSERVATION  SOtVICE 

Final 

West  Fork  of  Bayou  Lacassine  Watershed, 
Jefferson,  Davis,  and  Calcasieu  Counties. 
Louisiana,  May  12:  The  statement  refers  to  a 
watershed  protection,  fiood  prevention,  and 
agricultural  water  management  project.  Proj¬ 
ect  measures  Include  83  miles  of  channel 
works,  land  treatment  measures,  weirs,  and 
pipe  drops.  ITiere  will  be  adverse  impact  to 
air  and  water  quality,  and  to  mat\u«  hard¬ 
wood  stands.  Comments  made  by:  COE,  HEW, 
DOI.  DOT,  EPA.  AHP,  and  state  agencies. 
(ELR  Order  No.  60697.) 

Department  or  Defense 

AEMT  CORPS 

Contact:  Mr.  Francis  X.  Kelly.  Director, 
Office  of  Pi^llc  Affairs,  Atten:  DAEN-PAP, 
Office  of  tbe  Chief  of  Engineers,  UJS.  Army 
C<Mps  of  Engineers,  1000  Independence  Ave¬ 
nue,  SW..  Washington,  D.C.  20314  (202)  683- 
6881. 

Draft 

Permit  Actions  in  Hawaii  Wai  Marina. 
Hawaii,  May  13:  The  statement  oonoems  tbe 
Issuance  of  dredging  permits  to  Kalser-Aetna 
to  perform  maintenance  dredging  in  Hawaii 
Kal  Marina  over  a  10-year  period  and  by 
individual  marina  residents  to  construct  pri¬ 
vate  boat  docks  in  tbe  marina.  Tbe  dredged 
spoil  will  be  allowed  to  dry  in  ponds,  and 
later  used  as  embankment  material.  The 
action  will  result  in  Increased  turbidity,  loss 
of  some  marine  life  and  nursery  areas,  reduc¬ 
tion  of  vegetation  cover  on  undeveloped 
urban  land,  and  continued  reduction  in  bird 
habitat,  and  it  could  Influence  water  quality 
(Honolulu  District).  (ELR  Order  No.  60704.) 

FindC 

Kings  River  Channel  Improvement  Project, 
Kings  and  Fresno  Counties,  California,  May 
16:  Tbe  statement  refers  to  the  Kings  River 
Channel  Improvement  Project,  Cole  Slough - 
Laton  Area,  California.  About  14,000  lineal 
feet  of  new  levee  and  patrol  road  will  be  con¬ 
structed  in  the  vicinity  of  Laton,  6,000  lineal 
feet  of  bank  protection  work  will  be  placed 
at  16  different  sites.  Levee  constmctlon  and 
bank  protection  work  may  cause  limited 
short-term  turbidity.  Also  6  acres  of  riparian 
habitat  will  be  ifieared  (Scunamento  District) . 
Comments  made  by:  EPA,  DOI,  U6DA,  HEW, 
DOT.  and  state  and  local  agencies.  (ELR 
Order  No.  60718.) 
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San  Diego  Harbor,  San  Diego  Ck>unty,  Cal¬ 
ifornia,  May  16:  The  project  Involves  deep¬ 
ening  and  widening  of  navigation  channels 
and  turning  basins  In  San  Diego  Harbor. 
Dredged  materials  will  be  used  to  create 
new  land  in  San  Diego  Bay  and  placed  on 
the  ocean  beach  at  the  city  of  In^erlal 
Beach  and  opposite  the  UB.  Naval  Am¬ 
phibious  Base.  Adverse  effects  consist  of 
the  destruction  of  organisms  and  altera¬ 
tion  of  habitats  In  dredged  areas,  destruc¬ 
tion  of  6S  acres  of  intertidal  and  shallow 
subsital  habitats  of  high  ecological  value, 
and  turbidity  in  nearshore  ocean  waters 
while  spoil  Is  discharged  on  the  ocean  beach 
(Lbs  Angeles  District).  Comments  made  by: 
AHP,  KPA,  USDA,  DOC,  HEW,  DOI,  DOT, 
USCQ,  and  state  and  local  agencies.  (ELR 
Order  No.  50719.) 

FBebai.  Powkk  Commission 

Contact:  Dr.  Richard  F.  Hill,  Acting  Ad¬ 
visor  on  Environmental  Quality,  441  O  Street 
NW..  Washington,  D,.C.  20436  (202)  386- 
6084. 

Final 

Crawford  Storage  Field,  Fairfield  and 
Hocking  Counties,  Ohio,  May  12:  Proposed 
la  the  granting  of  a  certificate  of  public 
convenience  and  necessity  to  Columbia  Gas 
Transmission  Corp.  for  the  construction  and 
operation  of  an  underground  natural  gas 
storage  field.  Included  would  be:  230  Injec- 
tlon/wlthdrawal  wells;  137  miles  of  4  to 
30  Inch  well  and  field  pipelines;  and  mis¬ 
cellaneous  facilities  at  the  Crawford  Com¬ 
pressor  Station.  The  field  would  cover  an 
area  of  36,800  acres.  Environmental  Impact 
would  occur  with  respect  to  effects  on  "man, 
soil,  vegetation,  wildlife,  water  quality,  air 
quality  and  noise  levels.*’  Comments  made 
by:  EPA,  CSDA,  DOI,  USCO,  HEW,  COE, 
and  AHP.  (ELR  Order  No.  60699.) 

DEPABTaOENT  OF  HUD 

Contact:  Mr.  Richard  H.  Broun,  Director, 
Office  of  Environmental  Quality,  Room  7258, 
461  7th  Street  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  30410 
(303)  755-6308. 

Section  104(h) 

Draft 

Nautaushaun  Brook  Improvement  Project, 
Rockland  County,  New  York,  May  13:  The 
statement  describes  a  proposed  flood  alle¬ 
viation  project  Including  channelization  of 
portions  of  the  brook,  replacement  of  struc¬ 
tures  Incapable  of  wlthstsandlng  a  100-year 
retention  period  flood,  the  acquisition  of 
land  for  flood-water  retention  and  right-of- 
way  and  easements  for  purposes  of  con¬ 
struction.  Land  use  management  alterna¬ 
tives  are  discussed  in  contrast  to  engineer¬ 
ing  solutions.  Defollglng  of  the  area  and 
construction  disruption  will  result.  (ELR 
Order  No.  60706.) 

Pascack  Brook  Improvement  Project,  Rock¬ 
land  County,  New  York,  May  13:  Proposed  Is 
a  project  for  flood  alleviation  including 
channelization  of  portions  of  the  Brook,  re¬ 
placement  of  structures  Incapable  of  with¬ 
standing  a  100-year  return  period  flood,  and 
the  acquisition  of  flood  easements  along 
sparsely  settled  reaches  of  the  Brook.  Adverse 
Impacts  Include  the  alteration  and  contain¬ 
ment  of  the  natural  meandering  of  a  stream 
and  general  construction  disruption.  (ELR 
Order  No.  60707.) 

Washington  Square  West  Urban  Renewal, 
Philadelphia,  Philadelphia  County,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania,  May  13:  The  statement  concerns  an 
urban  renewal  project  for  a  107-acre  area  In 
southeast  Philadelphia.  TTie  major  adverse 
environmental  effects  are  those  associated 
with  the  disruption  of  an  existing  area/ 
community  by  project  activities  and  busl- 
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nesses.  Parking  problems  and  noise  and  air 
pollution  are  also  discerned.  (ELR  Order  No. 
60696.) 

Grays  Ferry  Urban  RenewaL  Philadelphia, 
Philadelphia  County,  Pennsylvania,  May  12: 
The  statement  concerns  a  160B-acre  urban 
renewal  project  In  southwest  Philadelphia. 
The  plan  Includes  residential,  commercial, 
and  semi-public  rehabilitation,  active  and 
passive  recreation  facilities,  and  street  Im¬ 
provements.  The  project  has  displaced  272 
families,  95  Individuals,  and  43  businesses. 
Construction  disruption  will  result  (43 
pages).  (ELR  Order  No.  50706.) 

DxPAKTMENT  of  iNTEKIOa 

Contact:  Mr.  Bruce  Blanchard,  Director, 
Environmental  Project  Review,  Room  7260, 
Department  of  the  Interior,  Washington,  D.C. 
20240  (203)  343-3891. 

BUREAU  OF  RECLAMATION 

Final 

Central  Valley  Project  Water  Use,  several 
coimtles  In  California,  May  13:  The  proposed 
action  Is  a  water  service  contract  which  will 
Involve  the  delivery  of  about  128,000  acre- 
feet  of  water  to  ten  water  user  organizations 
In  Kings,  Kem,  Tulare,  and  Fresno  Counties. 
Three  thousands  acre-feet  of  the  water  will 
be  used  for  municipal  supply;  the  remainder 
will  be  used  for  supplementtd  Irrigation.  Ex¬ 
isting  California  Water  Project  and  Central 
Valley  Project  facilities  will  be  used  for  deliv¬ 
ery.  The  principal  Impact  of  the  action  will 
be  the  continued  use  of  lands  for  aggrlcul- 
ture.  Comments  made  by:  DOI,  USDA,  DOC, 
EPA,  AHP,  and  COE.  (ELR  Order  No.  60700.) 

BUREAU  OF  SPORTS  FISHERIES  AND  WILDLIFE 

Draft 

Mattamuskeet  Wildlife  Enhancement  Pro¬ 
ject,  Hyde  County,  North  Carolina,  May  16: 
The  proposal  recommends  construction  of 
eight  low-dike  marsh  Impoundments  totaling 
2,420  acres  within  the  Mattamuskeet  National 
Wildlife  Refuge  and  renovation  of  12  miles 
of  exlstlAg  canals  rarlglnatlng  within  the 
refuge  and  extending  to  Pamlico  Sound  in 
order  to  enhance  wildlife  management  capa¬ 
bilities  of  the  refuge.  Dike  and  borrow  ditches 
will  replace  162  acres  of  natural  marsh.  Canal 
renovation  will  result  In  519,000  cubic  yards 
of  spoil  which  will  be  deposited  on  existing 
spoil  areas.  Vegetation  on  existing  spoil 
deposit  areas  will  be  destroyed  and  wildlife 
temporarily  displaced.  Revegetation  will  oc¬ 
cur  In  a  few  years.  (ELR  Order  No.  50717.) 

NATIONAL  PARK  SERVICE 

Draft 

Rehabilitation  of  the  National  Mall,  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia,  May  16:  The  pit^roeed  re¬ 
habilitation  program  for  the  National  Mall 
In  Washington,  D.C.  would  Include  replace¬ 
ment  of  streets  for  automobiles  with  pedes¬ 
trian  walks,  replacement  of  park  furniture, 
and  construction  of  various  other  pedestrian- 
centered  facilities.  Frlhge  parking  and  shuttle 
busses  would  be  provided  at  RFK  Stadium. 
The  project  would  result  In  fewer  facilities 
fcH’  automobiles  on  the  Mall  and  temporary 
construction  disruption.  (ELR  Order  No. 
60716.) 

Department  or  IkANSPORTATiON 

Contact:  Mr.  Martin  Convlsser,  Director, 
Office  of  Environmental  Affairs,  400  7th  Street 
SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  30600,  (203)  426- 
4367. 

FEDERAL  AVIATION  ADMimSTRATION 

Draft 

Bismarck  Municipal  Airport,  Burleigh 
County,  North  Dakota,  May  12:  The  state- 
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ment  concerns  the  Master  Plan  for  the  Bis¬ 
marck  Municipal  Airport.  The  Plan  provides 
for  acquisition  of  an  additional  700  acres  of 
land,  extension  of  existing  runways,  and  con¬ 
struction  of  a  noise-abatement  runway.  The 
project  will  displace  approximately  68  per¬ 
sons.  (ELR  Order  No.  50702.) 

FEDERAL  HIGHWAY  ADMINISTRATION 

Draft 

S.R.  842  (Broward  Blvd.),  Ft.  Lauderdale, 
Broward  County,  Florida,  May  12:  The  pro¬ 
posed  project  will  widen  a  1.6  mile  section  of 
SJl.  842  (Broward  Blvd.)  from  S.R.  9  (I-9S) 
to  N.E.  3rd  Avenue  In  Ft.  Lauderdale.  The 
present  undivided,  4-Iane  arterial  will  be 
upgraded  to  6  lanes  with  a  median.  The 
project  will  displace  8  families,  39  businesses, 
and  1  non-profit  organization.  Noise  levels 
will  exceed  FHWA  Interim  Noise  Standards 
for  the  Improved  roadway  but  will  be  less 
than  those  resulting  If  the  facility  is  not 
Improved.  A  4(f)  statement  Is  Included  con¬ 
cerning  Stranahan  Park.  (ELR  Order  No. 
50708.) 

F.A.S.  Route  38,  Scottsbluff  County,  Ne¬ 
braska,  May  16:  The  proposed  improvement 
consists  of  a  2.6  mile  segment  of  two  projects. 
The  first  Is  the  reconstruction  of  0.3  mile  of 
presently  graveled  roadway  which  will  be  up¬ 
graded  to  conform  to  current  design  stand¬ 
ards  and  resurfaced  with  high  type  surfacing. 
The  second  project  consists  of  1.1  miles  of 
reconstruction  of  presently  graveled  road¬ 
way  which  will  be  upgraded  to  conform  to 
current  design  standards  and  1.2  miles  of  new 
construction.  The  project  will  require  an  ad¬ 
ditional  12  acres  for  right-of-way.  (ERL  Or¬ 
der  No.  60714.) 

1-70,  Sevier  Valley,  Sevier  County,  Utah, 
May  14:  Proposed  Is  the  construction  of  32 
miles  of  4-lane,  divided  1-70  between  Clear 
Creek  Canyon  and  Sallna  Canyon,  Utah.  Prin¬ 
cipal  environmental  Impacts  would  be  in 
the  spheres  of  agriculture,  wildlife,  economic 
stimulation,  and  land  use  changes  (231 
pages) .  (ELR  Order  No.  60710.) 

Final 

PR-33,  F.  D.  Roosevelt  Avenue,  Puerto 
Rico,  May  14:  Proposed  Is  the  Improvement 
of  a  1.02  mile  segment  of  PR-23,  F.  D.  Roose¬ 
velt  Avenue  from  Fernando  I  Street  to  Bar¬ 
bosa  Avenue  in  San  Juan.  The  project  will 
displace  31  families  and  2  businesses  and 
will  require  a  strip  of  Oandara  Park  (183 
pages).  Comments  made  by:  USDA,  EPA, 
DOI,  and  State  agencies.  (ELR  Order  No. 
60712.) 

F.M.  1765,  Oalveston  County,  Texas,  May 
12:  The  statement  refers  to  the  construc¬ 
tion  of  2.19  miles  of  FJd.  1766  from  1-46  east 
to  SR-3  adjacent  to  and  representing  Nie 
common  city  limits  of  Texas  City  and  La 
Marque.  The  facility  will  provide  a  6-lane 
roadway  with  curbs  and  gutters  and  a  14  ft. 
flush  median  for  continuous  left-turn  lanes. 
There  will  be  construction  inconveniences 
caused  by  the  project.  Comments  made  by: 
HEW,  DOT,  COE,  USDA,  HUD,  EPA,  and  DOI. 
(ELR  Order  No.  60698.) 

US  64,  El  Paso  County,  Texas,  May  12: 
Prc^iosed  Is  the  constructicm  of  10.32  miles 
of  US  64  between  Loop  375  and  the  Texas- 
New  Mexico  State  line  at  Newman.  The  state¬ 
ment  Indicates  no  significant  Impacts.  Com¬ 
ments  made  by;  COE,  USDA,  HEW,  DOI,  and 
State  and  local  agencies.  (ELR  Order  No. 
60703.) 

In  the  Federal  Register  of  May  16, 
1975, 1-82,  Union  OiMO  to  Prosser,  Prosser 
Vicinity,  was  noticed  as  a  draft  els.  The 
statement  is  a  final,  and  the  review  pe- 
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riod  will  begin  from  05/05/75.  the  date 
of  receipt. 

Gary  L.  WiOMAir, 

General  Counsel. 

IFR  Doc.75-13603  Filed  5-22-75;8:46  am] 

ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

[PBL  377-7;  OPP-32000/2631 

RECEIPT  OF  APPLICATIONS  FOR 
PESTICIDE  REGISTRATION 

Data  To  Be  Considered  in  Support  of 
Applications 

On  November  19,  1973,  the  Environ¬ 
mental  Protection  Agency  (EPA)  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  (38  FR 
31862)  its  interim  policy  with  respect  to 
the  administration  of  section  3(c)  (1)  (D) 
of  the  Federal  Insecticide.  Fungicide,  and 
Roden ticide  Act  (FIFRA),  as  amended. 
This  policy  provides  that  EPA  will,  upon 
receipt  of  every  application  for  registra¬ 
tion,  publish  in  the  Federal  Register  a 
notice  containing  the  information  shown 
below.  The  labeling  furnished  by  appli¬ 
cant  will  be  available  for  examination  at 
the  Envinximental  Protection  Agency. 
Room  EB-31,  East  Tower,  401  M  Street, 
SW,  Washington  DC  20460. 

On  or  before  July  22,  1975,  any  pierson 
who  (a)  is  or  has  been  an  applicant,  (b) 
believes  that  data  he  develop^  and  sub¬ 
mitted  to  EPA  on  or  after  October  21, 
1972,  is  being  used  to  support  an  applica¬ 
tion  described  in  this  notice,  (c)  desires 
to  assert  a  claim  for  compensation  under 
section  3(c)  (1)  (D)  for  such  use  of  his 
data,  and  (d)  wishes  to  preserve  his  right 
to  have  the  Administrator  determine  the 
amoimt  of  reasonable  compensation  to 
which  he  is  entitled  for  such  use  of  the 
data,  must  notify  the  Administrator  and 
the  applicant  named  in  the  notice  in  the 
Federal  Register  of  his  claim  by  certified 
mail  Notification  to  the  Administrator 
should  be  addressed  to  the  Information 
Coordinaticm  Section,  Technical  Services 
Division  (WH-569),  Ofiftce  of  Pesticide 
Programs,  401  M  Street,  SW,  Washing¬ 
ton  DC  20460.  Every  such  claimant  must 
include,  at  a  minimum,  the  informaticm 
listed  in  the  interim  policy  of  November 
19.  1973. 

Applicatiims  submitted  imder  2(a)  or 
2(b)  of  the  interim  policy  will  be  proc¬ 
essed  to  completion  in  accordance  with 
ftTiKting  procures.  Applicaticms  sub¬ 
mitted  under  2(c)  of  the  interim  policy 
cannot  be  made  final  until  after  July  22. 
1975.  If  no  claims  are  received  by  July 
22, 1975,  the  2(c)  applicaUon  will  be  pnx:- 
essed  according  to  normal  procedure. 
However,  if  claims  are  received  within  the 
60  day  period,  the  applicants  against 
whom  the  claims  are  asserted  will  be  ad¬ 
vised  ot  the  alternatives  available  under 
the  Act.  No  claims  will  be  aci^pted  for 
possible  EPA  adjudication  which  are  re¬ 
ceived  after  July  22,  1975. 

Dated:  May  16, 1975. 

JOHK  B.  Ritch,  Jr., 

Director,  Registration  Division. 


Applications  Receivxd  (Opp-32000/263) 

EPA  File  Symtxd  13463-0.  Aetna  (Them.  Co., 
Wallace  St.,  Extension.  E.  .Paterson  NJ 
07407.  ACTONA  ALOECIDE  n.  Active  In¬ 
gredients:  Dlsodlum  cyanodltlilolmldocar- 
bonate  3.68%;  Potassium  N-methyldlthlo- 
carbamate  5.07%.  Method  of  Support:  Ap¬ 
plication  proceeds  under  2(b)  of  Interim 
poUcy.  PM33 

EPA  Reg.  No.  8590-379.  Agway  Inc.,  Chem. 
Dlv.,  Box  1333,  Syracuse  NY  13201.  AOWAY 
OLYODIN  SOLUTION.  Active  Ingredients: 
Olyodln  (2-heptadecyllmidazollne  acetate) 
30%.  Method  of  Support:  Application  pro¬ 
ceeds  under  2(a)  of  Interim  policy.  PM21 
EPA  Beg.  No.  8590-277.  Agway  Inc.,  Pertlllzer- 
Chem.  Dlv.,  Box  1333,  Syracuse  NY  13201. 
AGWAY  OLYODEX  37-22W.  AcUve  In¬ 
gredients:  Olyodln  (2-heptadecyllmld- 
azollne  acetate)  37.5%;  Dodlne  (n-dode- 
cylguanldlne  acetate)  22.5%.  Method  of 
Support;  Application  proceeds  under  2(a) 
of  Interim  policy.  PM21 
EPA  Reg.  No.  6481-92.  Amvac  Chem.  Corp., 
4100  E.  Washington  Blvd.,  Los  Angeles  CA 
90023.  DURHAM  NEMATOCIDE  EM  12.1. 
Active  Ingredients:  l,2-dlbromo-3-chloro- 
propane  82.4%;  Other  halogenated  C3 
Compounds  2.6%.  Method  of  Support:  Ap¬ 
plication  proceeds  under  2(c)  of  Interim 
policy.  Republished:  Additional  uses.  PM21 
EPA  Pile  Symbol  35896-R.  C.P.  Chem.,  Inc., 
Arbor  St.,  Sewaren  NJ  07077.  BASIC  COP¬ 
PER  CS-56.  Active  Ingredients:  Copper 
56%.  Method  of  Support:  Application  pro¬ 
ceeds  under  2(c)  of  Interim  policy.  PM22 
EPA  Pile  Symbol  35572-U.  Chem-Tab  Chem. 
Corp.,  1729  Seabrlght  Ave.,  Long  Beach  CA 
90813.  SPP  CONCENTRATED  CHLORINE 
GRANULAR  II.  Active  Ingredients:  So¬ 
dium  Dlchloro-s-trlazlnetrlone  100%. 
Method  of  Support:  Application  proceeds 
under  2(c)  Interim  policy.  PM34 
EPA  Pile  Symbol  35672-L.  cniem-Tab  CHiem. 
Corp.  SPP  CONCENTRATED  CHLORINE 
TABLETS.  Active  Ingredients:  Trlchloro-s- 
trlazinetrione  100%.  Method  of  Support: 
Application  proceeds  under  2(c)  of  Interim 
policy.  PM34 

EPA  File  Symbol  35572-G.  Chem-Tab  Chem. 
Corp.  SPP  CONCENTRATED  CHLORINE 
2^”  JUMBO  TABLETS.  Active  Ingredi¬ 
ents:  Trichloro-s-trlazinetrione  100%. 
Method  of  Support:  Application  proceeds 
under  2(c)  of  interim  policy.  PM34 
EPA  Pile  Sirmbol  35572-E.  Chem-Tab  Chem. 
Corp.  SPP  ALGAE-Out.  Active  Ingredients; 
Trlchloro-s-trlazinetrione  100%.  Method 
of  Support:  Application  proceeds  under  2 
(c)  of  Interim  policy.  PM34 
EPA  File  Symbol  14943-L.  Corporate  Brands 
Inc.,  9840  Dorchester  Ave.,  Chicago  IL 
60628.  SPECTBUM-B  CLEANEB-DISIN- 
PECTANT  -  DEODORIZER  -  FUNGICIDE- 
VIRUCIDE.  Active  Ingredients:  Dldecyl  di¬ 
methyl  ammonltim  chloride  4.5%;  Tetra- 
sodlvun  ethylenediamine  tetraacetate 
2.0%;  Sodium  carbonate  1.0%;  Sodium 
metaslllcate  0.5%.  Method  of  Support:  Ap¬ 
plication  proceeds  under  2(c)  of  interim 
policy.  PM33 

EPA  Pile  Symbol  270-RRE.  Pamam  Co..  Inc., 
PO  Box  21447,  PhoenU  AZ  85036.  PARNAM 
MUSCALURE  (TECHNICAL  TRICOSENE) . 
Active  Ingredients:  2^-8-Tricosene  96.0%. 
Method  of  Support:  Application  proceeds 
under  2(c)  of  interim  policy.  PM17 
EPA  Pile  Symbol  10583-0.  General  Control 
Co..  Inc.,  3334  Post  Pennsylvania  St.,  Tuc¬ 
son  AZ  85714.  CONTBCX.  QUALITY  WEED 
Kn.T.KRfl  RAPID  KILL  #1.  Active  Ingredi¬ 
ents:  Dlquat  dlbromlde  [8,7-dlhydrodl- 
pyi4do  (l,3-«:2',  I'-c)  pyraalnedllum  dl¬ 
bromlde  3.7%:  Trlfluralln  (a.  a,  a-trl- 
fluoro-2.  6-dlnltro-N,  N-dlpropyl-p-tolul- 


dine  0.6%.  Method  of  Support:  Application 
proceeds  under  2(c)  of  interim  policy. 
PM24 

EPA  File  Symbol  10583-RN.  General  Control 
Co..  Inc.,  3334  E.  Pennsylvania  St.,  Tucson 
AZ  85714.  CONTROL  QUALITY  WEED 
KILLERS.  RAPID  WTT.T.  #1.  Active  Ingredi¬ 
ents:  Dlquat  dlbromlde  [6,  7-dlhydrodlpy- 
rldo  (1,  2-a:3',  I'-c)  pyrazinedllum  dl¬ 
bromlde]  023%.  Method  of  Support:  Ap¬ 
plication  proceeds  under  2(c)  of  interim 
policy.  PM24 

EPA  Pile  Symbol  2441 1-R.  Hatchlk  Supply 
Co.,  1548  Davidson  Rd..  McLean  VA  22101. 
SHS  SODIUM  HYPOCHLORITE.  Active  In¬ 
gredients:  Sodium  Hypochlorite  10%. 
Method  of  Support:  Application  proceeds 
under  2(c)  of  interim  policy.  PM34 

EPA  Pile  Sjrmbol  2393-EIQ.  Hopkins  Agri¬ 
cultural  Chem.  Co.,  PO  Box  584,  Madison 
WI  53701.  HOPKINS  ATRAZINE  4  LB. 
FLOW  ABLE.  Active  Ingredients:  Atrazlne: 
2  -  chloro  -  4  -  (ethylamlno) -6-(lsopropyl- 
amlne) -s-trlazine  40.80%;  Related  Com¬ 
pounds  220%.  Method  of  Support:  Appli¬ 
cation  proceeds  under  2(c)  of  interim 
policy.  PM25 

EPA  P{le  Symbol  21164-0.  Rio  Linda  Chem. 
Co.  1311  I  St.,  Rio  Linda  CA  95673.  DURA 
KLOB  MICROBIOCIDE.  Active  Ingredi¬ 
ents:  Chlorine  Dioxide  6%.  Method  of  Sup¬ 
port:  Application  proceeds  under  2(c)  of 
interim  policy.  PM34 

EPA  Pile  Symbcri  12047-0.  Lone  Star  Brush 
&  Chem.  Co.,  2406  Irving  Blvd.,  Dallas  TX 
75207.  BIO  GUN  II.  Active  Ingredients: 
Octyl  Decyl  Dimethyl  Ammonium  Chloride 
0.950%;  Dloctyl  Dimethyl  Ammonium 
Chloride  0.475%;  Dldecyl  Dimethyl  Am¬ 
monium  Chloride  0.475%;  Tetrasodlum 
Ethylenediamine  Tetraacetate  1.000%; 
Trlsodliun  Phosphate  2.000%.  Method  of 
Support:  Application  proceeds  under  2(b) 
of  interim  policy.  PM31 

EPA  Pile  Symbol  8249-0.  Maintenance  Engi¬ 
neering  Corp.,  3711  Clinton  Drive.  PO  Box 
1729,  Houston  TX  77001.  MEOO  MICRO¬ 
BIOCIDE  C-11.  Active  Ingredients:  Dl¬ 
sodlum  Cyanodlthiolmidocarbonate  7.35%; 
Potassium  N  -  methyldlthiocarbamate 
10.16%.  Method  of  Support;  Application 
proceeds  under  2(b)  of  interim  policy. 
PM33 

EPA  FUe  Symbol  1021-ROUO.  McLaughlin 
Gormley  King  Co..  8810  10th  Ave.,  N.  Min¬ 
neapolis  MN  65427.  D-TRANS  INTERMEDI¬ 
ATE  2038.  Active  Ingredients:  d-trans  Al- 
lethrin  (allyl  homolog  of  Clnerln  I) 
16.25%;  Piperonyl  butoxide,  technical 
25.00%;  N-octyl  blcycloheptene  dicarboxl- 
mlde  26.00%;  Petroleum  distillate  2.50%. 
Method  of  Support;  Application  proceeds 
under  2(c)  of  interim  policy.  PM17 

EPA  File  Symbol  11602-n.  Molar  Enterprises, 
Inc.,  1621  Hennepin  Ave.,  8.  Minneapolis 
MN  65403.  MOLAR  SANTTIZEB/CLEANER 
Q-2000S.  Active  Ingredients;  Alkyl  (60% 
C14,  30%  C16,  6%  C12.  6%  018)  Dimethyl 
Benzyl  Ammcmium  Chlorides  128%;  Alkyl 
(68%  C13,  32%  C14)  Dimethyl  Ethylbenzyl 
Ammonium  Chlorides  1.28%;  Sodium  car¬ 
bonate  2.00%.  Method  of  Support:  Appli¬ 
cation  proceeds  under  2(b)  of  interim  pol¬ 
icy.  PM31 

EPA  Pile  Symbol  5891-EX.  Mt.  Hood  Chem. 
Corp..  4444  NW.  Yemi  Ave.,  Portland  OR 
97210.  IGF  SANITIZER.  Active  Ingredi¬ 
ents:  Butoxy  polypropoxy  polyethoxy 
ethanol-iodine  complex  12.47%;  Poly¬ 
ethoxy  polypropoxy  polyethoxy  ethanol- 
iodine  complex  027%.  Method  of  Support: 
Application  proceeds  under  2(c)  ct  interim 
policy.  PM34 
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EPA  PUe  Symbol  86371-U.  Natloiua  Chem. 
Ino.,  940  W.  Oftkwood  Rd..  Oak  Creek  WI 
03164.  NC-aO  FORMULA  OERI4ICIDE.  Ac¬ 
tive  Ingredients:  Octyl  Decyl  Dimethyl 
Anunonlum  Chloride  3.760%;  Dloctyl  Di¬ 
methyl  Ammonium  Chloride  1.876%:  Dl- 
decyl  Dimethyl  Ammonium  Chloride 
1.876%;  Alkyl  (C14  60%.  C12  40%.  C16 
10%)  Benzyl  Dimethyl  Ammonium  Chlo¬ 
ride  6.000%:  Tetrasodlum  Sthylenedlamlne 
Tetraacetate  3.420%;  Isopit^yl  Alcohol 
3.000%:  Ethyl  Alcohol  r.000%.  Method  of 
Support:  Application  proceeds  under  a(b) 
of  interim  policy.  PM31 

EPA  File  Symbol  36371-0.  National  Chem. 
Inc.  NC-26  FORMULATION  HEAVY-DUTY 
GERMICIDE.  Active  Ingredients:  Octyl 
Decyl  Dimethyl  Ammonium  Chloride 
4.60%;  Dloctyl  Dimethyl  Ammonium  Chlo¬ 
ride  2.36%;  Dldecyl  Dimethyl  Ammonltun 
Chloride  2.26%;  Tetrasodlum  Ethylene- 
diamine  Tetraacetate  2.40%;  Isoprc^yl  Al¬ 
cohol  8.60%.  Method  of  Support:  Applica¬ 
tion  proceeds  under  2(b)  of  Interim  policy. 
PM31 

EPA  File  Symbcd  86371-E.  National  Chem. 
Inc.  NIFTY  FORMULATION  DISINFEC¬ 
TANT  TOILET  BOWL  CLEANER.  Active 
Ingredients:  Octyl  decyl  dimethyl  am¬ 
monium  chloride  1.260%;  Dloctyl  dimethyl 
ammonium  chloride  0.635%;  Dldecyl  di¬ 
methyl  ammonium  chloride  0.636%;  Alkyl 
(C8  7%.  CIO  8%.  C13  46%.  C14  34%.  C16 
10%.  C18  6%)  amino  betaine  1.000%;  Hy¬ 
drogen  chloride  8.000%.  Method  of  Sup¬ 
port:  Application  proceeds  under  2(b)  of 
Interim  p<dicy.  PM31 

EPA  File  Symbol  3296-TU.  National  Chem. 
Lab.  of  Pennsylvania.  10th  and  Callowhlll 
SU..  PhUad^phla  PA  16123.  lODOFARM 
DISINFECTANT.  Active  Ingredients:  al¬ 
pha- (p-Nonylphenyl)  -omega  -  hydrozypoly 
(ozyethylene)  -  Iodine  complex  18.06%; 
(Providing  1.76%  tltratable  Iodine)  Phos¬ 
phoric  Acid  16.00%.  Method  of  Support: 
Applicatlcm  proceed  under  2(b)  of  Interim 
policy.  PM34 

EPA  File  Symbol  a296-Ta.  National  Chem. 
Lab.  of  Pennsylvania,  10th  and  Callowhlll 
Sts.,  Philadelphia  PA  19133.  lODOBOT 
SANITIZER.  Active  Ingredients:  Butoxy 
polypropoxy  p<riyethoxy  ethanol-lodlne 
complex  12.47%:  Polyethoxy  polypropoxy 
polyethoxy  ethanol-lodlne  complex  (pro¬ 
viding  1.6%  tltratable  Iodine)  0.37%. 
Method  of  Support:  Application  proceeds 
under  a(b)  of  Interim  p<41cy.  PM34 

EPA  Reg.  No.  676-34.  National  Labs.,  Lehn  A 
Fink  Industrial  Prod.  Dlv.  of  Sterling 
Drug  me.,  236  Summit  Ave.,  Montvale  NJ 
07646.  •TIEW  O-SYL  DISINFECTANT  DE- 
TEROENT.”  Active  Ingredients:  o-Phenyl- 
phenol  6.00%:  O-Benzyl-p-chlort^henol 
4.60%;  Tetrasodlum  Ethylene  Diamine 
Tetraacetate  3.04%;  Iwpropyl  Alcohol 
1.60%:  p-tert-Amylphenol  1.00%.  Method 
of  Support:  Application  proceeds  under 
9(a)  of  Interim  policy.  PM33 

EPA  File  Symbol  8468-LB.  Sohall  Chem.,  Inc., 
PO  Box  863.  Monte  Vlsto  OO  81144.  PO¬ 
TATO  SEED  TREATER  W/BARK.  Active 
Ingredients:  Zlneb-(zlnc  ethylene  bls- 
dlthlocarbamate)  7.0%.  Method  of  S\q>- 
port:  i4>pllcatlon  proceeds  under  3(e)  of 
Interim  policy.  PM21 

EPA  FUe  Symbol  11611-RU.  Shalco  Chem. 
Corp..  3431  Lexington  Ave.,  Teredo  OH 
48606.  SHALCO  AMINE  SELBCTTVB  WEED 
CONTROL.  Active  Ingredients:  IMmethyla- 
miTv  Hdt  of  9,4-Dichlorophenoxy  acetic 
acid  18.3%.  Method  at  Support:  Applloa- 
tlon  proceeds  under  S(e)  at  Interim  policy. 
FM38 

EPA  File  Symlxd  11611-RO.  Shalco  Chem. 
Oorp.  SHALCO  OBOWTH  RETARDANT. 
Active  Ingredients:  14-I>lhydro-8,e-pyrld- 
aMnedlone,  diethanolamine  salt  11.6%. 


Method  of  Support:  Application  proceeds 
under  2(c)  of  interim  policy.  PM26 

EPA  File  Symbed  11011-RT.  Shalco  Chem. 
Corp.  SHALCO  BRUSH  AND  WEED  KILL¬ 
ER.  Active  Ingredients:  Isooctyl  Ester  of  2, 
4-Dlchlorophenoxyacetic  Acid  24 A%;  Iso¬ 
octyl  Ester  of  a,4,6-Trlchlor(^henoxyacetic 
Acid' 11.7%.  Method  of  Support:  Applica¬ 
tion  proceeds  under  2(c)  of  Interim  policy. 
PM23 

EPA  File  Symbol  11511-RL.  Shalco  Chem. 
Corp.  SHALCO  VEGETATION  CONTROL¬ 
LER.  Active  Ingredients:  Dlquat  dlbromide 
(6,7-dlhydrodlpyrido  (1.2-a:2',l-c)  pyra- 
zlnedlium  dibromide)  0.464%.  Method  of 
Support:  Application  proceeds  under  2(c) 
of  Interim  policy.  PM24 

EPA  Pile  Symbol  11611-RI.  Shalco  Chem.- 
Corp.  SHALCO  SELECTIVE  LAWN  WEED 
KILLER.  Active  Ingredients:  Isooctyl  Ester 
of  2,4-Dlchlorophenoxyacetic  Acid  12.0%; 
Isooctyl  Ester  of  Sllvex  2,4,5-Trlchloropro- 
pionlc  Acid  6.7%.  Method  of  Support:  Ap¬ 
plication  proceeds  under  2(c)  of  Interim 
policy.  PM23 

EPA  FUe  Symbol  11511-RO.  Shalco  Chem. 
Corp.  SHALCO  WEED  AND  VEGETATION 
KILLER.  Active  Ingredients:  Bromacil  (6- 
bromo-3-8ec-butyl-6-methyluracU)  1.0% . 
Method  of  Support:  Application  proceeds 
under  2(c)  of  interim  policy.  PMa& 

EPA  File  Symbol  11511-RA.  Shalco  Chem. 
Corp.  SHALCO  LIQUID  VEGETATION 
CONTROL.  Active  Ingredients:  Dlquat  dl- 
bromlde  (6.7-dlhydrodlpyrldo  (l.a-a:2'.l'- 
c)  pyrazinedlliun  dlbromide]  1.85%.  Meth¬ 
od  of  Support:  Application  proceeds  under 
2(c)  of  Interim  policy.  PMa4 

EPA  File  Symbol  667-RORO.  Swift  Chem.  Co., 
Ill  W.  Jackson  Blvd..  Chicago  IL  60604. 
PAR  EX  PROFESSIONAL  PRODUCTS 
CUSTOM  FORMULATED  FERTILIZSR 
PLUS  BENEFIN  75.  Active  Ingredients:  N- 
butyl-N-ethyl-a,a,a-trifluoro-2,6-dlnltro-p- 
toluldine  0.76%.  Method  of  Support:  Ap¬ 
plication  proceeds  under  2(c)  of  interim 
policy.  PM2& 

EPA  File  Symbol  9768-GI.  Thatcher  Chem. 
Co.,  1900  Fortune  Rd..  Salt  Lake  City  UT 
84106.  T  CHEM  AQUATIC  SOLVENT.  AcUve 
Ingredients:  Xylene  Range  Aromatic  Ser¬ 
vant  100.0%.  Method  ot  Support:  Appli¬ 
cation  proceeds  under  2(c)  ot  interim  poli¬ 
cy.  PM24 

EPA  Reg.  No.  11687-56.  Transvaal,  Inc.,  PO 
Box  69,  Marshall  Rd.,  Jacksonville  AR 
72076.  TRANSVAAL  BRUSH-RHAP  LV 
OXY-2D-2T  HERBICIDE.  Active  Ingredi¬ 
ents:  Butoxyethyl  Ester  of  a,4,6-Trlchloro- 
phenoxy acetic  Acid  31.2%;  Butoxyethyl  Es¬ 
ter  of  2,4-Dlchlorophenoxyacetle  Acid 
32.6%  Method  of  Support:  Application 
proceeds  under  2(c)  of  interim  p<Uicy. 
PM23 

EPA  Reg.  No.  11687-10.  Transvaal,  Inc.,  PO 
Box  69,  MarshaU  Rd.,  JacksrmvUle  AR 
73076.  TRANSVAAL  BRUSH-RHAP  LV  2D- 
3T  HERBICIDE.  Active  Ingredients:  Isooc¬ 
tyl  Ester  of  2,4-Dlchlorophenoxyacetlc  Acid 
34.8%;  Isooctyl  Ester  of  3,4,6-Trlchloro- 
phenoxyacetlc  Acid  33.3%.  Method  of  Sup. 
port:  Application  proceeds  under  2(c)  of 
Interim  policy.  PM23 

EPA  Reg.  No.  400-112.  Unlroyal  Chem.,  Dlv. 
of  Unlroyal,  Inc.,  74  Amity  Rd.,  Bethany 
CT  06636.  VITAV AX-300  FLOWABLE  FUN¬ 
GICIDE.  Active  Ingredients:  Oarboxln  (6,6- 
dlhydro-2-methyl-l,4-oxathlln-8  -  carbox- 
anlUde)  17.0%;  Thlram  (tetramethyl- 
thluram  disulfide)  17.0%.  Method  of  Sup¬ 
port:  Application  proceeds  under  3(b)  of 
interim  policy.  FM31 

EPA  Beg.  Mo.  1634-104.  United  SUtes  Borax 
*  Chem.  Oorp.,  8076  WUahlre  Blvd.,  Los 
Angeles  OA  90010.  OOBEZ  APPLIED  WITH 
LIQUID  FERTILIZBRS.  Active  Ingredients: 
N  8,N  3  -  Diethyl  -  2, 4  -  dlnitro  -  6  -  trlfiuorome  • 


thyl-m-phenylenedlamlne  25.0%.  Method 
of  Support:  Application  proceeds  under  2 
(a)  of  Interim  policy.  Republished:  New 
uses.  PM24 

EPA  Reg.  No.  2829-96.  Ventrol  Corp.,  Chem. 
Dlv.,  Congress  St.,  Beverly  MA  01915.  VINY- 
ZENE  BP-6-2.  Active  Ingredients:  10,  10  - 
oxyblsphenoxarslne  2.0%.  Method  of  Sup¬ 
port:  Application  proceeds  under  2(c)  of 
Interim  policy.  PM23 

EPA  Reg.  No.  2829-104.  Ventron  Corp.. 
Chem.  Dlv.,  Congress  St.,  Beverly  MA  01916 
VINYEZENE  BP-6DOP.  Active  Ingredients : 
lO.lO'-oxybisphenoxarsine  1.0%.  Method  of 
SuppcM-t:  Application  proceeds  under  2(c) 
of  interim  policy.  PM23 

[PR  Doc .75-1 3484  Filed  6-22-75; 8; 45  ani| 

(FRL  377-8;  OPP-33000/254] 

RECEIPT  OF  APPLICATIONS  FOR 
PESTICIDE  REGISTRATION 

Data  To  Be  Considered  in  Support  of 
Applications 

On  November  19,  1973,  the  Environ¬ 
mental  Protection  Agency  (EPA)  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  (38  FR 
31862)  its  interim  policy  with  respect  to 
the  administration  of  section  3(c)  (1)  (d) 
of  the  Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide, 
and  Rodentlcide  Act  (FIFRA) ,  as 
amended.  This  policy  provides  that  EPA 
will,  upon  receipt  of  every  application 
for  re^tration,  publish  in  the  Federal 
Register  a  notice  containing  the  infor¬ 
mation  shown  below.  The  labeling  fur¬ 
nished  by  applicant  will  be  available  for 
examination  at  the  Environmental  Pro¬ 
tection  Agency,  Room  EB-31.  East  Tower, 
401  M  Street,  SW.,  Washington,  DC 
20460. 

On  or  before  July  22,  1975,  any  person 
who  (a)  is  or  has  been  an  applicant,  (b) 
believes  that  data  he  develop^  and  sub¬ 
mitted  to  EPA  on  or  after  October  21. 
1972,  is  being  used  to  support  an  appli¬ 
cation  described  in  this  notice,  (c)  de¬ 
sires  to  assert  a  claim  for  compensation 
xmder  section  3(c)  (1)  (D)  for  such  use  of 
his  data,  and  (d)  wishes  to  preserve  his 
right  to  have  the  Administrator  deter¬ 
mine  the  amount  of  reasonable  compen¬ 
sation  to  which  he  is  entitled  for  such 
use  of  the  data,  must  notify  the  Admin¬ 
istrator  and  the  applicant  named  in  the 
notice  in  the  Federal  Register  of  his 
claim  by  certified  mail.  Notification  to 
the  Administrator  should  be  addressed  to 
the  Information  Coordination  Section, 
Technical  Services  Division  (WH-569), 
Office  of  Pesticide  Programs,  401  M 
Street,  SW.,  Washington.  DC  20460. 
Every  such  claimant  must  Include,  at  a 
minimum,  the  information  listed  in  the 
Interim  policy  of  November  19,  1973. 

Applications  submitted  under  2(a)  or 
2(b)  of  the  interim  policy  will  be  proc¬ 
essed  to  completion  in  accordance  with 
existing  procedures.  Applications  sub¬ 
mitted  under  2(c)  of  the  interim  policy 
cannot  be  made  final  until  after  July  22, 
1975.  If  no  claims  are  received  by  July  22, 
1975,  the  2(c)  application  will  be  proc¬ 
essed  according  to  normal  procedure. 
However,  If  claims  are  received  within 
the  60  day  period,  the  applicants  against 
whom  the  claims  are  asserted  will  be  ad¬ 
vised  of  the  alternatives  available  under 
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the  Act.  No  claims  will  be  accepted  for 
possible  EIPA  adjudicaticm  which  are  re¬ 
ceived  after  July  22,  1975. 

Dated:  May  16,  1975. 

JoHK  B.  RrrcH,  Jr., 
Director,  Registration  Division. 
Applications  Receives)  (OPP-33000/264) 

EPA  Pile  Symbol  3862-liO.  ABC  Compounding 
Co.,  Inc.,  PO  Box  932,  Atlanta  OA  30301. 
BROMA-KIL  2.5  WEED  KILLER.  Active 
Ingredients:  Bromacll  (5-bromo-3-8ec- 

butyl •6-methyl uracil)  2.6%.  Method  of 
Support:  Application  proceeds  under  2(c) 
of  interim  policy.  PM25 
EPA  Pile  Symbol  3862-LT.  ABC  Compound¬ 
ing  Co.,  Inc.,  PO  Box  932,  Atlanta  OA  30301. 
BROMA-KIL  5.2  WEED  KILLER.  Active 
Ingredients:  Bromacil  (5-bromo-3-sec- 

butyl-6-methyl uracil)  6.2%.  Method  of 
Support:  Application  proceeds  under  2(c) 
of  Interim  policy.  PM25 
EPA  Pile  Symbol  5887-RNL.  Black  Leaf  Prod., 
Co.,  667  N.  State  St..  Elgin  IL  60120.  BLACK 
LEAP  LAWN  &  GARDEN  LIQTJID  EDOER. 
Active  Ingredients:  Erbon  2-(2,4,5-'m- 
chlorophenoxy)  ethyl  2,  2-Dlchloropro- 
pionate  4.42%,  Related  Compounds  1.58%. 
Method  of  Support:  Application  proceeds 
under  2  (c)  of  interim  policy  PM23 
EPA  Pile  Symbol  4450-01.  Chemex  Chem. 
&  Coatings  Co.,  Inc.,  PO  Box  5072, 
TAMPA  PL  33605.  CHEMEX  PROFES¬ 
SIONAL  STRENGTH  RESIDUAL  SPRAT. 
Active  Ingredients:  Pyrethrlns  0.050%; 
P4>eronyl  butozlde,  technical  0.1(X>%;  N- 
octyl  bicydoheptene  dicarboximlde  0.166%; 
2-(l-methylethozy)  phenol  methylcarba- 
mate  1.000%;  Petroleum  distillate  83.684%. 
Method  of  Sui^rt:  Application  proceeds 
under  2(c)  of  interim  policy.  PM12 
EPA  File  Symbol  4450-00.  Chemex  Chem.  & 
Coatings  Co.,  Inc.,  PO  Box  5072,  Tampa  FL 
33605.  CHEMEX  RESIDUAL  ANT  AND 
ROACH  SPRAY  INSECTICIDE.  Active 
Ingredients:  Pyrethrlns  0.060%;  Plperohyl 
butoxide.  technical  0.100%;  N-octyl  blcyc- 
lopheptene  dicarboximlde  0.166%;  Chlor- 
pyrlfos  0,0-diethyl  0-(3,4,6-trlchloro-2- 
pyridyl)  phosphorothioate  0.600%;  Petro¬ 
leum  distillate  5.899%;  Aromatic  petroleum 
distillate  01285%.  Method  of  Support:  Ap¬ 
plication  proceeds  under  2(c)  of  interim 
policy.  PM12 

EPA  File  Symbol  12474-G.  Chem-Masters 
Corp.,  477  Industrial  Pkwy.,  Chagrin  Falls 
OH  44022.  ALOrrOX  COMPOSITION.  Ac¬ 
tive  Ingredients:  Poly  [oxyethylene 
(dimethyllminio)  ethylene  (dimethyl- 
iminlo-ethylene  dichlorlde]  10.0%.  Method 
of  Support:  Application  proceeds  under 
2(b)  of  Interim  policy.  PM34 
EPA  Pile  Symbol  35572-A.  Chem-Tab  Chem., 
Corp.,  1729  Seabrlght  Ave.  Long  Beach  CA 
90813.  SPP  SUPER  CONCENTRATED 
ALGAECIDE.  Active  Ingredients:  n-Alkly 
(50%  C14,  40%  C12,  10%  C16)  dimethyl 
benzyl  ammonium  chloride  10%.  Method 
of  Support :  Application  proceeds  under 
2(c)  of  interim  policy.  PM31 
EPA  File  Symbol  2869-RE.  Crystal  Chem., 
Corp.,  101-02  37th  Ave.  Corona  NY  11368. 
BACT-O-CIDE  DISINFECTANT.  Active 
Ingredients:  Polyvinyl  Pyrrolidone  5.0%; 
OrthoBenzylPara  Chlorophenol  5.0%; 
Sodium  Salt  of  Linear  Sodium  Dodecyl- 
benzenesulfonate  12.0%;  Isopropyl  Alctrfiol 
15.0%.  Method  of  Support:  Application 
proceeds  under  2(c)  of  interim  policy.  PM32 
EPA  File  Symbol  2869-RO.  Crystal  Chem., 
Corp..  MINT  DISINFECTANT.  Active 
Ingredients:  Methyl  Salicylate  6.0%;  40% 
Coconut  OU  Soap  6.6%;  Ortho-benzyl- 
Para-Chlorc^henol  4.0%;  Isopropyl  Alcohol 


6.7%;  Potassium  Hydroxide  2.8%.  Method 
of  Support:  Application  proceeds  under 
2(c)  of  Interim  policy.  PM32 
EPA  File  Symbol  2869-RL.  Crystal  Chem. 
Corp.,  CRYSTAL  NON-SEL  WEED  KILLER. 
Active  Ingredients:  Sodium  Chl<»ate 
(NaClO)  3  3.126%;  Sodium  Metaborate 
Tetrahydrate  (Na2B2044H20  )  7.0856%; 

Boron  Trioxide  (Ba  03)  equivalent  2.42%. 
Method  of  Support;  Application  proceeds 
under  2(c)  of  interim  policy.  PM25 
EPA  Pile  Symbol  2869-RU.  Crystal  Chem., 
Corp.,  PINE  ODOR  DISINFECTANT.  Active 
Ingredients:  Pine  Oil  12%;  Oleic  Acid 
(#198)  8.3%;  Caustic  Potash — 45%  2%; 
Ortho-benzyl-para-chlorophenol  3.6%;  Iso¬ 
propyl  Alcohol  10%.  Method  of  Support; 
Application  proceeds  under  2(c)  of  interim 
policy.  PM32 

EPA  File  Ssrmbol  464-LEE.  The  Dow  Chem., 
Co.,  Ag-Organlcs  Dept.  PO  Box  1706,  Mid¬ 
land  MI  48640.  TELONE  C-17.  Active 
Ingredients:  1,3  Dlchloropropene  76.3%; 
Chloroplcrin  17.1%.  Method  of  Support: 
Application  proceeds  under  2(c)  of  interim 
policy.  PM  11 

EPA  Pile  Symbol  12179-E.  Poster  Chem.,  Inc., 
15477  Woodrow  Wilson,  Detroit  MI  48238. 
POSTER  METAL  WORKING  FLUID 
MICROBIOCIDE  10.  Active  Ingredients: 
2.2-dibromo-3-nitrlloproplonamide  10.0%. 
Method  of  Support:  Application  proceeds 
under  2(c)  of  interim  policy.  PM34 
EPA  File  Symbol  12179-R.  Foster  Chem.,  Inc., 
15477  Woodrow  Wilson,  Detroit  MI  48238. 
POSTER  METAL  WORKING  FLUID 
MICROBIOCIDE  26.  Active  Ingredients:  1- 
(3  -  chloroallyl)  -  3,5,7  -  trlaza  -  1  -  azonia- 
adamantane  chloride  67,5%.  Method  of 
Support:  Application  proceeds  under  2(c) 
of  interim  policy.  PM34 
EPA  FUe  Symbol  8629-RO.  Gift  Sales  Co.,  PO 
Box  17082,  Wichlte  KS  67202.  CHEM-O- 
FINAL  BAIT  TABLETS.  Active  Ingredients: 
Boric  Acid  60%.  Method  of  Support:  Appli¬ 
cation  proceeds  under  2(c)  of  Interim 
policy.  PM  15 

EPA  File  Symbol  6905-UUA.  Helena  Chem., 
Co.,  Suite  3200  Clark  Tower.  6100  Poplar 
Ave.,  Memphis  TN  38137.  HOG  AND  POUL¬ 
TRY  LICE  GRANULES.  Active  Ingredi¬ 
ents:  Ronnel  5%.  Method  of  Support:  Ap¬ 
plication  proceeds  under  2(c)  of  interim 
policy.  PM16. 

EPA  File  Symbol  5905-UUL.  Helena  Chem., 
Co.,  Suite  3200  Clark  Tower,  5100  Poplar 
Ave.,  Memphis  TN  38137.  BACKRUBBER 
OIL.  Active  Ingredients:  Ronnel  1.0%; 
Mineral  Oil  98.5%.  Method  of  Support: 
Application  proceeds  under  2(c)  of  in¬ 
terim  policy.  PM15 

EPA  File  Symbol  34688-RL.  Interstab  Chem., 
Inc.,  500  Jersey  Ave.,  New  Brunswick  NJ 
08903,  INTERCIDE  WS.  Active  Ingredients : 
Bis  (Trl-n-butyltin  Oxide)  15%.  Method  of 
Support:  Application  proceeds  under  2(c) 
of  interim  policy.  PM24 
EPA  File  Symbol  35929-R.  MRM  Chem.,  Co., 
505  Merwins  La..  Fairfield  CT  06430.  ODOR- 
GARD  LTC-4.  Active  Ingredient:  6'-Chlo- 
ro-2-(2,4-Dichlorophenoxy)  phenol  20.0%. 
Method  of  Support:  Application  proceeds 
under  2(c)  of  Interimpolicy.  PM32 
EPA  FUe  Symbol  35929-G.  MRM  Chem.,  Co., 
505  Merwins  La..  Fairfield  CT  06430.  ODOR- 
GARD  PAIJ-10.  Active  Ingredients:  2.2'- 
methylenebis  (3,4,6  -  trichlorophenol) 
10.0%,  Method  of  Support:  Application 
proceeds  under  2(c)  of  interim  policy. 
PM32 

EPA  File  Symbol  1021-RGAR.  McLaughlin 
Gormley  King  Co.,  8810  10th  Ave.,  N.,  Mln- 
neapcriis  MN  55427.  PYROCIDE  AmOSCNb 
MIX  7252.  Active  Ingredients:  Pyrethrlns 
2.50%;  Piperonyl  butoxide,  technlcM 
7.50%;  N-octyl  bicydoheptene  dicarboxim¬ 


lde  7.60%;  2,2-Dlchlorovlnyl  dimethyl 
phosphate  23.48%;  Related  compounds 
2.02%;  Petroleum  distillate  54.45%.  Meth¬ 
od  of  Support:  Application  proceeds  un¬ 
der  2(c)  of  interim  policy.  PM13 

EPA  File  Symbol  2272-RA.  Moreland  Chem., 
Co.,  Inc.,  PO  Box  2169,  Spartanburg  SC 
29302.  Y ARMOR  302 W  PINE  OIL.  Active 
Ingredients;  Pine  Oil  99.4%.  Method  of 
Support:  Application  proceeds  under  2(b) 
of  Interim  policy.  PM32 

EPA  Pile  Symbol  2272-RL.  Moreland  Chem., 
Co.,  Inc.,  YARMOR  302  PINE  OIL. 
Active  Ingredients:  Pine  OU  99.4%.  Meth¬ 
od  of  Support.  Application  proceeds  un¬ 
der  2(b)  of  interim  policy.  PM32 

EPA  Pile  Symbol  2272-RT.  Moreland  Chem., 
Co..  Inc.,  HERCO  PINE  OIL.  Active 
Ingredients:  Pine  OU  99.4%.  Method  of 
Support:  Application  proceeds  under  2(b) 
of  interim  policy.  PM32 

EPA  Pile  Symbol  5891-ER.  Mt.  Hood  Chem. 
Corp.,  4444  NW  Yeon  Ave.,  Portland  OR 
97210.  SANI  CLEANER/SANmZER.  Ac¬ 
tive  Ingredients:  Butoxy  polypropoxy  poly¬ 
ethoxy  ethanol-iodine  complex  12.47%; 
Polyethoxy  polypropoxy  polyethoxy  etha¬ 
nol-iodine  complex  (providing  1.6%  titra- 
table  iodine)  0.37%.  Method  of  Support; 
Application  proceeds  under  2(c)  of  inter¬ 
im  policy.  PM34 

EPA  Pile  Symbol  6891-EN.  Mt.  Hood  Chem. 
Corp.,  4444  NW  Yeon  Ave.,  Portland  OR 
97210.  IDO-SEPT  DISINFECTANT.  Active 
Ingredients:  aIpha-(p-N(mylphenyl)-ome- 
ga-hydroxypoly  (oxyethylene) -iodine  com¬ 
plex  (Providing  1.75%  tltratable  Iodine) 
18.05%;  Phosphoric  Acid  16.00%.  Method 
of  Support;  Application  proceeds  under 
2(b)  of  interim  policy.  PM34 

EPA  ^le  Symbol  675-16.  Nat’l  LabOTatories, 
225  Summit  Ave.,  Montvale  NJ  07645, 
LEHN  &  FINK  INSTRUMENT  GERMICIDE. 
Active  Ingredients:  Alcohol  6.5%;  Potas¬ 
sium  Rlclnoleate  1.18%;  o-Phenylphenol 
0.54%;  p-tert-Amylphenol  0.17%;  p-Phen- 
yl-o-chlorophen<H  0.09%;  o-Benzyl-p- 
chlorophenol  0.09%;  and  Tetrasodium 
Ethylenedlamlne  Tetraacetate  0.08%. 
Method  of  Support:  Application  proceeds 
under  2(b)  of  interim  policy.  PM32 

EPA  File  Symbol  35938-A.  Pittsburgh  Water 
&  Waste  Co.,  PO  Box  72,  Sarver  PA  16055. 
ECO-CIDE  20.  Active  Ingredients:  Poly- 
[  oxyethylene  ( dimethyllminio)  ethylene  ( di  - 
methyllmlnlo)  ethylene  dichlorlde]  20.0%. 
Method  of  Support:  Application  proceeds 
under  2(b)  of  Interim  policy.  PM34 

EPA  File  Symbol  35938-G.  Pittsburgh  Water 
&  Waste  Co.,  EiCO-CIDE  16.  Active  Ingre¬ 
dients  :  Poly  {oxyethylene  ( dimethyllminio ) 
ethylene  (dimethyllminio)  ethylene  dlchlo- 
ridej  15.0%.  Method  of  Sui^>ort:  Applica¬ 
tion  proceeds  under  2(b)  of  interim  policy. 
PM34 

EPA  File  Symbol  35938-E.  Pittsburgh  Water 
&  Waste  Co.,  BCO-CIDE  10.  Active  Ingredi¬ 
ents  :  Poly  [  oxyethylene  ( dimethyllminio ) 

ethylene  (dlmethyUminlo)  ethylene  di- 
ohlorlde]  10.0%.  Method  of  Support:  Ap¬ 
plication  proceeds  under  2(b)  of  interim 
policy.  PM34 

EPA  Pile  Symbol  35938-R.  Pittsburgh  Water 
&  Waste  Co.,  ECO-CIDE  30.  Active  Ingre¬ 
dients  :  Poly  ( oxyethylene  (dimethyllminio ) 
ethylene  (dimethyllminio)  ethylene  di¬ 
chlorlde]  30.0%.  Method  of  Support:  Ap¬ 
plication  proceeds  under  2(b)  of  interim 
policy.  PM34 

File  Symbol  8047-EO.  Poly  Chem.  Inc.,  PO 
Box  10026,  New  Orleans  LA  70181.  WEED 
KILLER  NO.  46-4.  Active  Ingredients:  Ker¬ 
osene  14.40%:  Heavy  Aromatic  Naptha 
4.32%;  Pentaohlorophenol  3.88%;  2,4- 

Dichlorophenoxyacetlc  acid.  Isooctyl  ester 
1.72%;  Other  Chlorophenols  *  related 
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products  0.42%.  Method  of  Support:  Ap¬ 
plication  proceeds  under  2(c)  of  Interim 
policy.  PM24 

EPA  Reg.  No.  666-501.  Prentiss  Drug  &  Cbem. 
Co.,  Inc.,  363  7th  Ave.,  New  York  NT  10001. 
PBENTOX  PTBONYL  OIL  CONCENTRATE 
OR-3610-A.  Active  Ingredients:  Pyrethrlns 
3.00%;  Piperonyl  Butoxide,  Technical 
6.00%:  N-octyl  blcycloheptene  dlcarboxi- 
mide  10.00%;  Petroleiun  Distillates  81.00%. 
Method  of  Support;  Application  proceeds 
under  2(c)  of  interim  j^lcy.  Republished; 
Amended  use.  PM17 

EPA  Pile  Symbol  666-LQA.  Prentiss  Drug  & 
Chem.  Co.,  Inc.  PRENTOX  D.D.V.P.  FIVE. 
Active  Ingredients:  2.2-dlchlorovinyl  di¬ 
methyl  phosphate  4.65%;  Related  com¬ 
pounds  0.36%;  Petroleum  Distillates 
16.00%.  Method  of  Support:  Application 
proceeds  under  2(c)  of  interim  policy. 
PM13 

EPA  File  Symbtd  65&-LQL.  Prentiss  Drug  & 
Chem.  Co.,  Inc.  PRENTOX  DDVP-RONNEL 
EMUIiSlFIABLE  CONCENTRATE.  Active 
Ingredients:  2,2-dlchlorovinyl  dimethyl 
phosphate  (DDVP)  11.11%;  Related  Com¬ 
pounds  0.84%;  Ronnell  0,0-Dimethyl  0- 
(2,4,6-trlchlorophenyl  pbosphorothioate) 
12.00%;  Tetrachloroethylene  5.00%; 
Xylene  60.13%.  Method  of  Support:  Appli¬ 
cation  proceeds  under  2(e)  of  interim  pol¬ 
icy.  PM16 

EPA  File  Symbol  665-LOT.  Prentiss  Drug  & 
Chem.  Co..  Inc.  PRENTOX  SYNPY-RON- 
NEL  11*^1  yrAPT.E  CONCEIN*I^2ATE.  Ac¬ 
tive  Ingredients:  Ronnel  0,0-Dlmelhyl  0- 
(2,4,6-trlchlorophenyl  pbosphorothioate 
20.00%;  Pyrethrlns  2.00%;  Piperonyl  Bu¬ 
toxide,  Technical  10.00%;  Petroleum  Dis¬ 
tillates  63.14%.  Method  of  Support: 
Application  proceeds  under  2(c)  of  Interim 
policy.  PM16 

EPA  File  Symbol  36039-R.  R-square  Chem. 
&  CTOS.,  Inc.,  PO  Box  1910  WSB,  Gaines¬ 
ville  OA  30601.  Br-QUAT-8.  Active  Ingre¬ 
dients:  Alkyl  (60%  C14,  30%  C16,  6% 
C12,  6%  C18)  Dimethyl  Benzyl  Ammonium 
Chlorides  1^18%;  Alkyl  (68%  C12.  32% 
C14)  Dimethyl  Ethylbenzyl  Ammonium 
Chlorides  1.28%;  Sodium  carbonate  2.00%. 
Method  of  Support:  Application  proceeds 
imder  2(b)  of  interim  policy.  PM31 

EPA  File  Symbol  11611-RE.  Sbaloo  Chem. 
Corp.,  PO  Box  2608,  2421  Lexington  Ave., 
Toledo  OH  43606.  SHALCO  SX7PER  FOOI- 
CIDE  CONCENTRATE.  Active  Ingredients: 
PETROLEUM  DISTILLATE  (Initial  BoU- 
Ing  Range  376*)  94.36%;  Piperonyl  But¬ 
oxide,  Technical  6.03%;  Pyrethrlns  0.62%. 
Method  of  Support:  Application  proceeds 
under  3(c)  of  interim  policy.  PM17 

EPA  File  Symbol  11611-EN.  Shalco  Chem. 
Corp.,  PO  Box  2608,  2412  Lexington  Ave., 
Toledo  OH  43606.  SHALCO  OUTDOOR  IN¬ 
SECTICIDE.  Active  Ingredients:  Heavy 
Aromatic  Naphtha  61.10%;  Methoxychlor, 
Technical  17.60%;  Malathlon  11.70%;  2,2- 
dlchlorovlnyl  dimethyl  phosphate  4.37%; 
Related  compounds  0.33%.  Method  of  Sup¬ 
port:  Application  proceeds  under  2(c)  of 
interim  policy.  PM13 

EPA  File  Symbol  11082-EU.  Slm-Cbem,  Min¬ 
erals  and  Cbem.  Div.,  JJft.  Simplot  Co., 
PO  Box  810,  Mountain  Home  ID  83647. 
SIM-CHEM  DURSBAN  lO  ORANULAR 
INSECTICIDE.  Active  Ingredients:  Chlor- 
pyrifos  [0,0-diethyl  0-(3,6,6-trlchloro-2- 
pmidyl)  pbosphorothioate]  1%.  Method  of 
Support:  Application  proceeds  under  2(c) 
of  interim  policy.  PM12 

EPA  File  Symbol  4887-R'n.  Stephenson 
Cbem.  Co.,  Inc.,  PO  Box  87188,  College  Park 
GA  80337.  STEPHENSON  CHEMICAIH  1% 
PYRETHRUM  TOBACCO  EKSBCTIOIDE. 
Active  Ingredients:  Pyrethrlns  1.0%;  Pe¬ 
troleum  Distillate  99.0%.  Method  of  Sup¬ 
port:  Application  proceeds  under  2(c)  of 
interim  policy.  PM17 
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EPA  Reg.  No.  148-1138.  Thompson  Hajrward 
Cbem.  Co.,  6200  Speaker  Rd.,  Kansas  City 
KS  66106.  KLEAN-UP  2,4-DB  AMINE.  Ac¬ 
tive  Ingredients:  Dimethylamine  salt  of  4- 
(2,4-dlchlorophenoxy)  butyric  acid  23.0%. 
Method  of  Support:  Application  proceeds 
under  2(c)  of  interim  policy.  Republished: 
Added  use.  PM23 

EPA  File  Symbol  2829-RNE.  Ventron  Corp., 
Chem.  Div.,  Congress  St.,  Beverly  MA 
01915.  VINYZENE  BP-6DIDP.  Active  In¬ 
gredients:  lO.lO'-oxyblspbenoxarsine  1.0%. 
Method  of  Support:  Application  proceeds 
under  2(c)  of  interim  policy.  Republished: 
Added  use.  PM23 

EPA  File  Symbol  34810-0.  Wexford  Labs,  .Inc., 
1035  S.  Vandeventer  Ave.,  St.  Louis  MO 
63110.  WEX-SANI-CLEAN.  Active  Ingre¬ 
dients:  Hydroxyacetlc  Acid  3.60%.  Method 
of  Support:  Application  proceeds  under 
2(a)  of  interim  policy.  PM32 

[PR  Doc.76-13486  Filed  5-22-76:8:45  am] 


[FRL  378-4] 

POST-ATTAINMENT  DATE  VARIANCES 
UNDER  STATE  IMPLEMENTATION  PLANS 

Interim  Variance  Policy  In  View  of  the  Re¬ 
cent  Supreme  Court  Decision  in  Train  v. 

NRDC,  et  al. 

On  April  16,  1975,  the  Supreme  Court 
of  the  United  States  issued  a  decision 
that  has  a  direct  effect  on  EPA’s  policy 
and  regulations  concerning  deferral  be¬ 
yond  the  attainment  dates  for  national 
ambient  air  quality  standards  of  State 
implementation  plan  requirements  for 
Individual  air  pollution  sources.  Under 
existing  regulations,  no  source  may  ob¬ 
tain  a  variance  if  the  variance  permits 
the  source  to  comply  with  a  control  stra- 
tegy  requirement  approved  under  40  CPR 
Part  52  after  the  aiH>llcable  attainment 
date  established  under  that  part.  (See 

39  FR  34533,  September  26.  1974.)  In 
Train  v.  Natural  Resources  Defense 
Council,  Inc.,  et  al.  (7  EfftC  1735)  the 
Supreme  Court  held  that  EPA  may  ai^ 
prove  such  a  variance  as  a  revision  to  the 
State  plan,  if  the  variance  will  not  ad¬ 
versely  affect  attainment  of  the  national 
ambient  air  quality  standards  by  the  ap¬ 
plicable  attainment  date,  and  mainten¬ 
ance  thereafter. 

In  the  near  future  EPA  intends  to  con¬ 
form  existing  regulations  to  the  Supreme 
Court  decision.  The  modified  regulations 
will  specify  what  a  State  must  sulnnit  to 
demonstrate  that  a  variance  will  not  ad¬ 
versely  Impact  on  timely  attainment  and 
maintenance  of  the  ambimt  standards. 
During  the  Interim,  If  a  variance  is  ap¬ 
proved  by  the  State  and  sulxnitted  to 
£3*A  as  a  plan  revision,  EPA  will  review 
it  for  purposes  of  determining  whether 
it  is  consistent  with  existing  control 
strategy  requirements  established  under 

40  CFR  Part  51,  pursuant  to  section  110 
(a)  (2)  of  the  Act.  If,  after  reviewing  the 
variance,  the  Agency  determines  that  it 
is  consistent  with  the  control  strategy 
provisions  of  Part  51,  the  Agency  will 
notify  the  originating  State  of  that  de¬ 
termination  and  will  advise  the  State  that 
no  Federal  enforcement  action  will  be 
taken  against  the  source  ;whlle  it  is  in 
compliance  with  the  variance.  Upon  pub¬ 
lication  of  modified  regulatlmis  that  c<m- 
form  to  the  Supreme  Court’s  opinion,  the 
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interim  action  taken  by  the  Agency  would 
be  proposed  as  a  plan  revision. 

It  should  be  noted  that  existing  proce¬ 
dural  requirements  relating  to  plan  re¬ 
visions  (See  40  CFR  51.8)  are  not  affected 
by  the  Court’s  opinion  and  must  be  ob¬ 
served;  this  Interim  policy  should  not  be 
interpreted  as  a  departure  from  those 
requirements.  It  should  also  be  noted  that 
a  variance  may  not  become  effective  as  a 
part  of  the  State  implonentation  plan 
until  it  has  been  approved  by  EPA  (See 
Train  v.  NRDC,  et  al.,  at  1746). 

ITie  air  quality  demonstration  require¬ 
ments  that  will  be  Included  in  EPA’s 
modified  regulations,  may  differ  accord¬ 
ing  to  different  circumstances,  but  it  can 
be  expected  that  it  will  usually  necessi¬ 
tate,  along  with  other  appropriate  in¬ 
formation.  a  submittal  of  current  am- 
biait  data  and  a  modeling  calculation  de¬ 
signed  to  show  that  the  individual  source 
Involved  will  not  Interfere  with  attain¬ 
ment  of  the  pertinent  national  ambient 
air  quality  standard  by  its  attainment 
date  in  the  appropriate  air  quality  con¬ 
trol  region.  It  will  also  require  a  showing 
that  during  the  period  cff  the  variance 
the  source  will  not  Interfere  with  main¬ 
tenance  of  any  such  standard.  The 
demonstration  requirement  will,  in  all 
likelihood,  be  more  stringent  in  areas 
that  presently  have  high  ambient  pollu¬ 
tion  concentrations  than  in  areas  with 
low  ccmcentrations.  But  we  expect  the 
demonstration  to  be  difficult  whenever 
attainment  or  maintenance  of  the  pri¬ 
mary  standard  is  at  issue.  Only  in  a  clear 
case  will  such  a  variance  be  approved. 
(State  agencies  are  invited  to  discuss 
with  EPA’s  regional  office  any  trouble¬ 
some  air  quality  questions  or  Issues  that 
may  arise.) 

A  soiu’ce  for  which  an  adequate  dem¬ 
onstration  cannot  be  made  will  not,  of 
course,  be  eligible  for  a  variance.  Any 
such  source  which  also  is  unable  to  com¬ 
ply  by  the  date  specified  in  the  State 
plan  will  at  that  time  be  in  violation  and 
subject  to  both  State  and  Federal  en¬ 
forcement.  In  this  regard,  it  should  be 
noted  that  EPA  has,  in  recently  proposed 
regulations  (40  PR  14876,  April  2.  1975). 
expressed  its  policy  on  post  attainment 
date  enforcement  actions.  Comments  on 
these  regulations  are  still  being  consid¬ 
ered.  (See  EPA  notice  at  40  PR  21046. 
May  15,  1975.)  The  Agency  believes  that 
the  recent  Supreme  Court  decision  will 
have  minimal  effect,  if  any,  on  these  reg¬ 
ulations.  It  is  expected  that  finalization 
will  take  place  shortly  after  termination 
of  the  extended  comment  period. 

Dated:  May  19.  1975. 

Roger  Strelow, 
Assistant  Administrator 
for  Air  and  Waste  Management. 

[FR  Doc.76-13620  Filed  6-22-76:8:46  am] 
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PESTICIDE  PRODUCTS  CONTAINING 
HEPTACHLOR/CHLORDANE 

Denial  of  Applications  To  Register 

On  November  26,  1974,  ttie  Environ¬ 
mental  Protection  Agency  (EPA)  gave 
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notice  (39  PH  41298)  of  its  intent  to  can¬ 
cel  all  register  uses  of  heptachlor  and 
chlordane  pursuant  to  section  6  of  the 
Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Ro- 
dentickle  Act  (FIP’kA)  ,  as  amended  (86 
Stat.  973,  7  U£.C.  136d)  with  the  excep¬ 
tion  of  the  uses  of  heptachlor  or  chlor¬ 
dane  through  subsurface  ground  inser- 
ti(m  for  termite  control  suid  the  dipping 
of  roots  or  of  nonfood  plants.  Af¬ 
fected  parties  have  been  afforded  the  op¬ 
portunity  to  (xmtest  this  action  by  re¬ 
questing  a  hearing  on  specific  registered 
uses. 

On  this  same  day,  the  EPA  also  issued 
a  regulation  (39  FR  41256)  pertaining  to 
the  registration  of  pesticide  products 
containing  heptachlor  or  chlordane 
shipped  in  intrastate  commerce.  The 
Agency  invoked  its  authority  to  bring 
intrastate  products  containing  hepta¬ 
chlor  and  chlordane  imder  Federal  con¬ 
trol,  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  sec¬ 
tions  3  and  25(a)  of  FIFRA  (86  Stat.  979, 
997),  because  (1)  a  public  hearing  proc¬ 
ess  for  Federally  registered  products  is 
available  through  established  adminis¬ 
trative  procedures  for  those  persons  af¬ 
fected  by  the  notice  of  intent  to  cancel 
and  (2)  the  Agency  believes  it  is  impor¬ 
tant  to  provide  registrants  and  users  of 
similar  products  containing  heptachlor 
or  chlordane.  that  are  manufactured, 
sold  and  used  intrastate  and  not  pres¬ 
ently  registered  at  the  Federal  level,  the 
same  hearing  rights  as  those  afforded 
users  and  registrants  of  such  Federally 
registered  products.  This  regulation  be¬ 
came  effective  on  November  26,  and  at 
that  time,  all  affected  persons  were  in¬ 
structed  to  apply  for  Federal  registra¬ 
tion.  Applications  were  made  not  only 
by  those  who  currently  ship  such  prod¬ 
ucts  in  Intrastate  commerce,  but  by  af¬ 
fected  persons  who  sought  Federal  reg- 
istraticm  as  well.  All  persons  affected  by 
this  regulation  who  made  apidication  to 
the  Agency  to  register  products  contain¬ 
ing  heptachlor  or  chlordane  received  no¬ 
tices  of  intent  to  deny  such  registration 
by  certified  mail.  These  applicants  have 
been  afforded  30  days  from  the  date  of 
receipt  of  such  letters  of  Intent  to  deny 
to  request  a  hearing  pursuant  to  section 
6  of  FIFRA. 

PEsncros  Products  Intended  for  Ship¬ 
ment  IN  Intrastate  Commerce 

Applications  for  registration  were 
made  to  the  Agency  as  a  result  of  the 
November  26  Federal  Register  notice 
implementing  $  162.20  of  40  CFR.  No¬ 
tices  of  Intent  to  deny  registration  have 
been  mailed  applicants  based  on  the  no¬ 
tice  regarding  Intrastate  products.  Ap¬ 
plicants  were  instructed  that  they  could 
request  a  hearing  within  30  days  of  re- 
.ceipt  at  such  notice  pursuant  to  section 
*  6  of  FIFRA  as  set  forth  in  tiie  Federal 
Register  notice.  Applicants  were  also 
advised  that  if  they  did  request  a  hear¬ 
ing  in  Skccordance  with  the  procedures 
established,  their  products  could  con¬ 
tinue  to  be  sold  in  the  state  where  it  has 
been  registered  pending  completion  of 
the  scheduled  cancelation  proceedings. 

Applications  made  to  the  Agency  were 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  in  ac¬ 


cordance  with  the  provisions  of  the 
Agency’s  interim  policy  with  respect  to 
the  administration  of  section  3(c)(1) 
(D),  which  provides  that  upon  receipt 
of  every  application  for  registration  the 
£]PA  will  publish  such  notice. 

Notices  of  intent  to  deny  registration 
have  been  sent  to  the  following  appli¬ 
cants  for  the  listed  products: 

EPA  Pile  Symbol  11515-LU.  ABC  Chemical 
Corp.,  14288  Meyers  Rd.,  Detroit  MI  48227. 
ABC  CHEMICAL  CORP.  SUPER-SECT. 
EPA  File  Symbol  15646-E.  Able  Pest  Control 
Co.,  Inc.,  406  W.  McCrelght  Ave.,  Spring- 
field  OH  45504.  ABLE  46%  CHLORDANE 
CONCENTRATE. 

EPA  Pile  Symbol  15646-R.  Able  Pest  Control 
Co.,  Inc.,  406  W.  McCrelght  Ave.,  Springfield 
OH  45504.  ABLE  RESISTANT  ROACH 
SPRAY. 

EPA  File  Symbol  16887-1.  Agricultural  Chem¬ 
icals  of  Dallas,  3707  E.  Kelst  Blvd.,  Dallas 
TX  75203.  HI  BRAND  CHLORDANE  DUST 
6%. 

EPA  Pile  Symbol  15887-0.  Agricultural 

Chemicals  of  DaUos.  HI  BRAND  CHLOR¬ 
DANE  10%  GRANULAR.  • 

EPA  Pile  Symbol  15887-RE.  Agricultural 

Chemicals  of  Dallas.  HI  BRAND  CHLOR¬ 
DANE  W-40. 

EPA  File  Symbol  15887-RN.  Agricultural 

Chemicals  of  Dallas.  HI  BRAND  CHLOR¬ 
DANE  250. 

EPA  Pile  Symbol  15887-RR.  Agrlcultiutil 

Chemicals  of  Dallas.  HI  BRAND  CHLOR¬ 
DANE  B-8. 

EPA  PUe  Symbol  15887-T.  Agricultural 

Chemicals  of  Dallas.  HI  BRAND  CHLOR¬ 
DANE  DUST  10%. 

EPA  File  Symbol  8419-RG.  The  Andersons, 
PO  Box  119,  Maumee  OH  43537.  TRIPLE- 
THREAT  PRE-EMERGENCE  CRABGRASS 
KILLER  PLUS  10-6-4  FERTILIZER  AND 
LAWN  INSECTICIDE. 

EPA  File  Symbol  34149-E.  Beaumont  Chemi¬ 
cal  Co..  PO  Box  609,  Beaumont  TX  77704. 
THE  BUG  HOUSE  GENERAL  OUTSIDE  IN- 
SECmCIDE. 

EPA  Pile  Symbol  34149-G.  Beaumont  Chemi¬ 
cal  Co.  THE  BUG  HOUSE  72%  CHLOR¬ 
DANE  EMULSIFIABLE  CONCENTRATE. 
EPA  Pile  Symbol  34149-U.  Beaumont  Chemi¬ 
cal  Co.  THE  BUG  HOUSE  HEPTACHLOR 
2-E  EMULSIFIABLE. 

EPA  File  Symbol  e853-RN.  Bes-Tex  Insecti¬ 
cides  Co.,  Inc.,  Box  664,  San  Angelo  TX 
76901.  TUF  BRAND  CHLORDANE  40% 
WETTABLE  POWDER. 

EPA  File  Symbol  4-EGO.  Bonlde  Chemical 
Co.,  Inc.,  2  Wurz  Ave.,  YorkvUle  NY  13495. 
BONIDE  10%  CHLORDANE  GRANULES. 
EPA  File  Symbol  3513S-R.  C  &  C  C%emlcal 
Sales  Co.,  215  S.  Hwy.  146,  Baytown  TX 
77520.  C  &  C’S  PROFESSIONAL  ROACH 
SPRAY. 

EPA  File  Symbol  11716-0.  Cain  Chemical  Co., 
612  S.  Munger  St.,  Pasadena  TX  77506. 
PRESTO  PEST  EXTERMINATOR. 

EPA  FUe  Symbol  11716-R  Cain  Chemical  Co., 
612  S.  Munger  8t.,  Pasadena  TX  77506. 
PESTEX  PEST  EXTERMINATOR. 

EPA  File  Symbol  7431-0.  CaUfomia  Liquid 
FertUizer  Co.,  Bln  #  50.  Arroyo  Annex, 
Pasadena  CA  91100.  LAST-BITE  ANT 
KILLER. 

EPA  File  Symbol  7421-RN.  California  Liquid 
FertUizer  Co-  Bln  #  50.  Arroyo  Annex, 
Pasad^ia  CA  01109.  LAST-BITE  50% 
CHLORDANE  WETTABLE  POWDER. 

EPA  File  SymlKU  10672-E.  A.  L.  Castle,  Inc- 
PO  Box  877,  Morgan  HIU  CA  05037.  CASTLE 
BRAND  DUSir  KLOR-X  10. 

EPA  FUe  Symbol  10973-R  A  L.  Castle,  Ino- 
PO  Box  877.  Morgan  HUl  CA  06037.  CASTUE 
BRAND  KLOBMUISION  50. 


EPA  File  Symbol  9404-UR.  CUiase  &  Co.,  PO 
Box  1697,  Sanford  FL  32771.  SUNNILAND 
10%  CHLORDANE. 

EPA  File  Symbol  10976-E.  Chemllene  Co.,  4937 
Telegraph  Rd-  Los  Angeles  CA  00022. 
CHEMILENE’S  CHLORDANE  8.0  MISCI¬ 
BLE. 

EPA  File  Symbol  7478-EA.  Chem-Pak  Co.,  PO 
Box  757,  Miami  PL  33143.  LASTS  PRO¬ 
FESSIONAL  TYPE  RESIDUAL  INSECT 
KILLER. 

EPA  Pile  Symbol  7478-aN.  Chem-Pak  Co. 
ARMY  WORM  SPRAY. 

EPA  PUe  Symbol  7478-GR.  Chem-Pak  Co. 
CHLORDANE  8  EMULSIFIABLE. 

EPA  Pile  Symbol  7478-GU.  Chem-Pak  Co. 
WORM  SPRAY. 

EPA  Pile  Symbol  7478-RI.  Chem-Pak  Co. 
ROACH-X  PROFESSIONAL  TYPE  RE¬ 
SIDUAL  INSECT  KILLER. 

EPA  PUe  Symbol  25242-R.  City  Health  Fumi¬ 
gating  Co.,  601  E.  McNlchols,  Detroit  MI 
48203.  BUG-NO-MOR. 

EPA  Pile  Symbol  8469-1.  Coastal  Ag-Chem, 
1016  E.  Wooley  Rd.,  Oxnard  CA  93030. 
CHLORDANE  TTERRACLOR  10-10  GRAN¬ 
ULAR. 

EPA  File  Symbol  8469-0.  Coastal  AG-Chem. 
CHLORDANE  6  GRANULAR. 

EPA  FUe  Symbol  8469-RE.  Coastal  Ag-Chem. 
CHLORDANE  TERRACLOR  CAPTAN 
10-10-10  GRANULAR. 

EPA  File  Symbol  8469-RN.  Coastal  Ag-Chem. 
CHLORDANE  TERRACLOR  ZINEB  10-10- 
10  GRANULAR. 

EPA  File  Symbol  8469-RR.  Coastal  Ag-Chem. 
COASTOX  CHLORDANE  8-E. 

EPA  File  Symbol  8469-T.  Coastal  Ag-Chem. 
COASTOX  CHLORDANE  10  GRANULAR. 

EPA  File  S3mibol  909-TG.  Cooke  Laboratory 
Products.  4759  S.  Durfee  Ave.,  Pico  Rivera 
CA  90660.  COOKE  74%  CHLORDANE 
SmAY  CONCENTRATE. 

EPA  File  Symbol  OOO-TT.  Cooke  Laboratory 
Products.  COOKE  50%  CHLORDANE  WET¬ 
TABLE  POWDER. 

EPA  FUe  Symbol  909-TL.  Cooke  Laboratory 
Products.  C(X>KE  PUSH-BUTTON  ANT 
BARRIER. 

EPA  File  Symbol  909-TO.  Cooke  Laboratory 
Products.  COOKE  BUG  SHOT  50%  CHLOR¬ 
DANE. 

EPA  Pile  Symbol  909-TT.  Cooke  Laboratory 
Products.  COOKE  ANT  BARRIER. 

EPA  PTle  Symbol  900-TU.  Cooke  Laboratory 
Products.  COOKE  PRESSURIZED  SPIDER- 
KILL. 

EPA  Pile  Sjrmbol  9319-GI.  Custom  Cheml- 
cides  Inc.,  476  Hester  St.,  San  Leandro  CA 
94577.  CHLORDANE-10%  DUST. 

EPA  FUe  Symbol  9319-OT.  Custom  Cheml- 
cldes  Inc.,  476  Hester  St..  San  Leandro  CA 
94577.  CHLORDANE  8E  EMULSIFIABLE 
CONCENTRATE. 

EPA  FUe  Symbol  102-RRE.  Dexol  Industries, 
1450  W.  238th  St-  Torrance  CA  00601. 
DUBL-DETH  TREE  &  SHRUB  INSECT 
SPRAY. 

EPA  File  Sirmbol  8780-L.  Dixie  Chemical  Co., 
PO  Box  5188,  Jacks<mville  FL  32307.  KON- 
TROL-A-BUG  PAINT  INSBCTKJIDE. 

EPA  File  Symbol  13437-A.  Du  Oor  Chemical 
Corp-'PO  Box  6086,  Orlando  FL  32808.  DU 
COR  CHLORDANE  EMULSIFIABLE  LIQ¬ 
UID  INSECnCTDE. 

EPA  File  Symbol  13437-1.  Du  Cor  Chemical 
Corp.,  PO  Box  6086,  Orlando  Rj  32803.  DU 
COR  TURF  INSECTICIDE  EMULSIFIABLE 
LIQUID  CONCENTRATE. 

EPA  FUe  Symbol  437-R.  Eradico  Extermina¬ 
tors,  Inc.,  2285  Indlandale  Ave.,  Detroit  MI 
48338.  ERADICO  ANT  PR009ER 

EPA  me  Symbol  11013-R.  EzeU  Sales  Inc- 
17306  S.  Woodruff  Ave.,  Bellflower  CA  00706. 
EZELL’S  ANT  *  INSECT  POWDER. 
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EPA  File  Symbol  1063S-L.  Farm  and  Ranch 
Supply  Oo.,  7890  K.  11th  St.,  Tulsa  OK 
74113.  CHLORDANE  40-W  WETTABLE 
POWDER. 

EPA  File  Symbol  270-EOTa.  FMC  Ctorp.,  Agrl. 
Ch«n.  DIt.,  100  Niagara  St..  Mlddleport 
NT  1410B.  CHLORDANE  6  DUST. 

EPA  File  Symbol  10370-RT.  Ford's  Chemical 
&  Services,  Inc.  GENERAL  HOUSEHOLD 
SPRAT. 

EPA  File  Symbol  8108-OG.  Free  Flow  Fer¬ 
tilizer  Co.,  PO  Box  119.  Maumee  OH  43637. 
INSECT  CONTROL  PLUS  LAWN  FOOD. 

EPA  File  Symbol  iai88-A.  Holder's  Pest  Cen¬ 
tred  Co..  6617  Southwest  Freeway,  Houston 
TX  77027.  HOLDER'S  ROACH  SPRAT. 

EPA  File  Symbol  12188-1.  Holder’s  Pest  Con¬ 
trol  Co.  HOLDER'S  SPECIAL  ROACH 
SPRAT. 

EPA  File  Symbol  12188-L.  Holder’s  Pest  Con¬ 
trol  Oo.  HOLDER’S  ROACH  ft  ANT  ORAN- 
UI^ 

EPA  File  Symbol  12188-T.  Holder's  Pest  Con¬ 
trol  Oo.  HOLDER’S  ROACH  ft  ANT  DUST. 

EPA  File  Symbol  2393-ElL.  Hopkins  Agri. 
Chem.  Co..  PO  Box  684,  Madison  WI  63701. 
HOPKINS  CHLORDANE  8  LB./OAL.  E  C. 

EPA  File  Symbol  11046-R.  Hornkohl  Labora- 
orlee,  Inc.,  714  Truxtun  Ave.,  Bakersfield 
CA  93302.  HORNCO  HORN  CHLOR  40. 

EPA  File  Symbol  6863-A.  Insecticides  Co.. 
Inc.,  PO  Box  664,  San  Angelo  TX  76901. 
10%  CHLORDANE  MULH-PURPOSE 
DUST. 

EPA  File  Symbol  6863-EN.  Insecticides  Co., 
Inc.,  PO  Box  644,  San  Angelo  TX  76901. 
BES-TEX  72%  CHLORDANE  EMUL8IFIA- 
BLE. 

EPA  FUe  Sirmbol  2342-OLA.  Kerr-McGee 
Chemical  Corp.,  Kerr-McOee  Center,  Okla¬ 
homa  City  OK  73126.  KERR-MCOEE  FER¬ 
TILIZER— CHLORDANE  MIX  #12. 

EPA  File  Symbol  2342-OLI.  Kerr-McOee 

Chemical  Corp.  KERR-MCOEE  FERTIL¬ 
IZER— CHLORDANE  MIX  #30. 

EPA  File  Symbol  2342-OLL.  Kerr-McOee 

Chemical  Corp.  ORO-TONE  CHLORO- 

phene  bait. 

EPA  File  Symbol  2342-OLT.  Kerr-McOee 

Chemical  Corp.  KERR-MCGEE  FERTIL¬ 
IZER— CHLORDANE  MIX  #20. 

EPA  File  Symbol  3842-OLU.  Kerr-McOee 
Chemical  Oorp.  KERR-McOEE  roRTIL- 
IZER— CHLORDANE  MIX  #40. 

EPA  File  Symbol  7668-A.  Leon  Supply  Co., 
PO  Box  662,  17  W.  Jefferson  St.,  Montgmn- 
ery  AL  36104.  ROTAL  *303’  POO  OIL 
CONCENTRATE. 

EPA  FUe  Symbol  11081-R.  Lloyd  Pest  Con¬ 
trol,  936  Sherman  St.,  San  Diego  CA  98210. 
LLOTD’S  CHLORDANE-72%  EMULSIFI- 
ABLE. 

EPA  FUe  Symbol  11003-E.  Master  Nursery¬ 
men’s  Association,  Inc.,  3483  Golden  Gate 
Way  #6,  Lafayette  CA  94649. 49’ER  BRAND 
10%  CHLORDANE  POWDER. 

EPA  FUe  Symbol  11093-B.  Master  Nursery¬ 
men’s  Association,  Inc.,  3483  Golden  Gate 
Way  #6,  Lafayette  CA  94649.  49’ER  GOLD 
STRIKE  CHLORDANE  60. 

EPA  FUe  Symbol  4841-AU.  Micro  Chemical 
Co..  PO  Box  711,  Wlnnsboro  LA  71296.  46% 
CHLORDANE  EMULSIFIABLE  CONCEN- 
TRAXS. 

EPA  FUe  Symbol  11104-R.  Mlst-O-Dane  Mfg. 
Co.,  1830  HUlslde  Dr..  Glendale  CA  91208. 
SHERRICK  MIST-O-DANE  26. 

EPA  FUe  Symbol  6067-OT.  Moyer  Chemical 
Co..  1310  BayShore  Hwy.,  PO  Box  946,  San 
Jose  CA  96112.  CHLORDANE  DUST  NO.  10. 

EPA  FUe  Symbol  6967-REA.  Moyer  Chemical 
Co.,  1310  Bayshore  Hwy.,  PO  Box  946,  San 
Jose  CA  96112.  CHLORDANE  SPRAT  8E. 

EPA  FUe  Symbol  9123-RA.  Magnolia  Fertilizer 
Co.,  Dlv.  Pace  National  Cknu.,  600  7th  Ave. 
S,  Kirkland  WA  98033.  MAGNOLIA 
GREEN-O-GANIO  PLUS  INHBCT  CXHT- 
TROL  ORGANIC  FERTILIZER  12-4-6. 


EPA  FUe  Symbol  9133-RU.  Magnolia  Fertil¬ 
ize'  Co.,  Dlv.  Pace  National  Corp.,  600  Tth 
Ave.  S.  Kirkland  WA  98033.  MAGNCXilA 
WEEDS  PLUS  FEEDS  FERULIZER  PLUS 
CATALTSTS  12-4-8. 

EPA  FUe  Symbol  1969-RRO.  Parsons  Chemi¬ 
cal  Weks,  Inc.,  Box  146,  Grand  Ledge  MI 
48837.  PARSONS  10%  CHLORDANE  IN¬ 
SECTICIDE  DUST. 

EPA  FUe  Symbol  11134-E.  Pest  Control 
Chemicals,  Inc.,  6862  S.  Western  Ave.,  Los 
Angeles  CA  90047.  PESTCO  BRAND 
CHLORDANE-6. 

EPA  FUe  Symbol  11134-R.  Pest  Control 
Chemicals,  Inc.,  6862  S.  Western  Ave.,  Los 
Angeles  CA  90047.  PESTCO  BRAND  72% 
EMULSIFIABLE  CHLORDANE. 

EPA  FUe  Symbol  10390-EE.  Professional 
Chemical  Co.,  Inc.,  4617  Tale,  Houston  TX 
77018.  CHLORDANE  10%  DUST. 

EPA  FUe  Symbol  10200-RO.  Professional 
Chemical  Co.,  Inc.,  4617  Tale.  Houston  TX 
77018.  HEPTACHLOR  2.6%  G  GRANULAR 
INSECTICIDE. 

EPA  FUe  Symbol  11611-U.  Puma  Chemi¬ 
cal  Co.,  3012  S.  Main  St.,  Fort  Worth  TX 
76110.  TERMIEaL  DO  IT  TOURSELF 
TERMITE  SPRAT. 

EPA  FUe  Symbol  1202-EAT.  PureOro  Co., 
1052  W.  Sixth  St.,  Los  Angeles  CA  90017. 
PUREORO  CHLORDANE  DUST  10. 

EPA  FUe  Symbol  11157-E.  Rose  Exterminator 
Co.,  626  Potrero  Ave.,  San  Francisco  CA 
94110.  ROSE’S  44%  CHLORDANE. 

EPA  FUe  Symbol  34901-R.  Smith  Distribu¬ 
tors,  2742  Shadowdale,  Houston  TX  77043. 
SPRAT  KILL  DO  IT  TOURSELF  EXTER¬ 
MINATOR  PROFESSIONAL  TTPE  CON¬ 
CENTRATE  INSECTICIDE. 

EPA  FUe  Symbol  829-EUN.  Southern  Agricul¬ 
tural  Insecticides,  Inc.,  PO  Box  218, 
Palmetto  FL  33561.  SA  BRAND  60  20% 
CHLORDANE  GRANULES. 

EPA  File  Symbol  6720-EEG.  Southern  Mill 
Creek  Products  Co.,  Inc.,  PO  Box  1096, 
Tampa  FL  33601.  CHLORDANE  40%WET- 
XABIiE  POWDER 

EPA  FUe  Symbol  6720-EUN.  Southern  Mill 
Creek  Products  Co.,  Ind.,  PO  Box  1096, 
Tampa  FL  33601.  SMCP  CHLORDANE/ 
MALATHION  TURF  INSECTICIDE. 

EPA  FUe  Symbol  3286-UX.  The  Ferd  Staffel 
Co.,  331  Burnet  St.,  San  Antonio  TX  78298. 
FIRE  ANT  GRANULES. 

EPA  FUe  Symbol  35224-E.  Stwdard  Garden 
Supply  Co.,  PO  Box  63,  Orlando  FL  33802. 
STANDARD  CHLORDANE  lOD. 

EPA  FUe  Symbol  36224-0.  Standard  Garden 
Supply  Oo.  STANDARD  CHLORDANE  45. 

EPA  FUe  Symbol  36224-R.  Standard  Garden 
Supply  Co.  CHLORDANE  6D. 

EPA  FUe  Symbol  36224-U.  Standard  Garden 
Supply  Co.  STANDARD  CHLORDANE  72%. 

EPA  File  Symbol  3238-TI.  Standard  Spray  ft 
Chem.  Co.,,PO  Box  63.  Lakeland  FL  83802. 
STANDARD  BRAND  6%  CHLORDANE 
DUST. 

EPA  FUe  Symbol  3238-TO.  Standard  Spray 
ft  Chem.  Co.,  PO  Box  63,  Lakeland  FL 
33802.  72%  CHLORDANE. 

SPA  FUe  Symbol  667-RIIA.  Swift  Chemical 
Oo.  (An  Estech  Co.),  Ill  W.  Jackson  Blvd., 
Chicago  Hi  60604.  SWIFT  10%  CHLOR¬ 
DANE  DUST. 

EPA  File  Symbol  667-RIOB.  Swift  Chemical 
Oo.  (An  Estech  Co.).  SWIFT  MSB  CHLOR¬ 
DANE. 

EPA  FUe  Symbol  667-RIoa.  Swift  Chemical 
Co.  (An  Estech  Co.).  VIGORO  45% 
CHLORDANE  SPRAT. 

SPA  FUe  Symbol  067-RONO.  Swift  Chemical 
Oo.  (An  Sstech  Co.).  PAR  EX  OUST(»I 
FORMULATED  irXiWi'i  i  iTZKiv  PLUS 

CHLORDANE. 

SPA  FUe  Symbol  667-RIIL.  Swift  Obemloal 
Go.  (An  Sstech  Oo.).  SWIFT  6%  OHLOR- 
DANS  DUST. 


EPA  FUe  Symbol  11214-EN.  Target  Chemical 
Co..  17710  Studebaker  Rd.,  Cerrltoe  CA 
90701.  TARGET  TERMIGON— D. 

EPA  FUe  Symbol  0078-G.  Tennessee  Farmers 
Cooperative,  LaVergne  TN  37086.  CO-OP 
PLANT  FOOD  0il6%  HEPTACHLOR. 

EPA  FUe  Symbol  0078-U.  Tennessee  Farmers 
Cooperative,  LaVergne  TN  87086.  CO-OP 
PLANT  FOOD  WITH  0.26%  HEPTACHLOR. 
EPA  FUe  SymlxU  33722-E.  Tex-Ag  Co.,  PO 
Box  633,  Mission  TX  78672.  FIRS  CRAKER 
SOIL  INSECT  KnJiKB. 

EPA  FUe  Symbol  6736-EBA.  Tide  Products 
Inc.,  PO  Box  1020,  Edinbmg  TX  78539. 
TIDE  CHLORDANE  8E  AGRICULTURAL 
INSBCTTCIDE. 

EPA  FUe  Symbol  14776-EI.  Asgrow  Florida 
Co..  Sub.  of  Upjohn  Co.,  PO  Drawer  ‘D’, 
Plant  City  FL  33666.  ASGROW  CHLOR¬ 
DANE  EMULSIVE. 

EPA  FUe  Symb<U  14776-00.  Asgrow  Flcs-lda 
Co.,  Sub.  of  Upjohn  Co..  ASGROW  CHLOR¬ 
DANE  -  TOXAPHENE  -  METALDEHTDE 
BAIT  NO.  12. 

EPA  File  Symbol  14776-GL.  Asgrow  Kilgore 
Co.,  Sub.  of  Upjohn  Oo.  ASGROW  CHLOR¬ 
DANE  GRANULES. 

EPA  FUe  Symbol  1477&-GU.  Asgrow  Florida 
Co.,  Sub.  of  Upjohn  Co.  ASGROW  CHLOR- 
DANE-TOXAPHENE  BAIT  NO.  11. 

EPA  FUe  Symbol  876-EUO.  Velsicol  Chemical 
Corp.,  841  E.  Ohio  St.,  Chicago  IL  60601. 
VELSICOL  HEPTACHLOR  3EC. 

EPA  Reg.  No.  876-40.  Velsicol  Chemical  Corp. 
VELSICOL  CHLORDANE  40  W.P.  Pertains 
to  appUcatlon  of  January  10,  1976  only. 
EPA  Reg.  No.  876-89.  Velsicol  Chemical  Corp. 
VELSICOL  BELT  72  ECF.  Pertains  to  t4>pli- 
catlon  of  January  10,  1976  only. 

EPA  Reg.  No.  876-99.  Velsicol  Chemical 
Corp.  VELSICOL  BELT  33.30.  Pertains  to 
application  ot  January  10,  1976  only. 

EPA  Reg.  No.  876-102.  Velsicol  Chemical  Corp. 
VELSICOL  BELT  72  EC.  Pertains  to  appli¬ 
cation  of  January  10,  1976  only. 

EPA  Reg.  No.  876-104.  Velsicol  Chemical  Corp. 
VELSICOL  CHLORDANE  8  EC.  Pertains  to 
application  of  January  10,  1976  only. 

EPA  FUe  Symbol  2936-UNA.  WUbur-Ellls  Co.. 
PO  Box  1286,  Fresno  CA  93716.  RED-TOP 
CnLORDANE  10  GRANULES. 

EPA  File  Symbol  9782-RG.  Woodbiuy  Chem¬ 
ical  Co.  of  Homestead.  PO  Box  4319,  Prince¬ 
ton  FL  38030.  HEPTACHLOR  2.6%-S 
GRANULAR  INSECTTCIDE. 

EPA  FUe  Symbol  9782-RT,  Woodbury  Chem¬ 
ical  Co.  of  Homestecul,  PO  Box  4319, 
PRINCETON  FL  33030.  OOMBINATTON 
BAIT. 

EPA  FUe  Symbol  11261-E.  World  Spray  Co., 
Inc.,  2211  Chico  Ave.,  S.  El  Monte  CA  91733. 
LIGHTNING  6%  CHLORDANE  DUST. 

EPA  FUe  Symbol  11261-R.  Wwld  Spray  Co., 
Inc.,  2211  Chico  Ave.,  S.  El  Monte  CA  91733. 
LIGHTNING  2%  CHLORDANE. 

PES'nciDE  Products  Intended  for 
Shipment  in  Interstate  Commerce 

Notices  of  Intent  to  deny  registration 
have  also  been  mailed  In  response  to  ap¬ 
plications  for  registration  made  to  the 
Agency  for  products  containing  hepta- 
chlor  or  chlordane  Intended  for  sale  in 
interstate  commerce.  Such  notices  were 
based  on  the  November  26  Federal 
Register  notice  of  Intent  to  cancel.  Ap¬ 
plicants  were  advised  that  pursuant  to 
Section  3(c)(6)  they  had  30  days  from 
receipt  of  the  notice  of  Intent  to  deny  to 
make  any  changes  necessary  to  meet  the 
Agency’s  requirements  for  Frustration. 
The  only  change  possible  to  ccMnply  with 
current  requirements  Is  to  restrict  such 
products  to  use  as  subsurface  ground  ap- 
pUcatloDS  for  termite  control  or  for  dlp- 
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ping  of  roots  or  tops  of  nonfood  plants  as 
set  fcniii  In  the  Pbderal  Register  notice 
of  Intent  to  caned.  Applicants  have  also 
been  advised  that  if  this  change  is  pos¬ 
sible  and  desired  they  may  submit  a  re¬ 
vised  api^catlon.  Otherwise,  such  appli¬ 
cations  to  register  are  denied.  Products 
not  registered  with  the  Agency  cannot  be 
legally  sold.  Applicants  were  also  told 
that  remedies  for  denial  are  available 
through  the  administrative  procedures 
set  forth  in  sectlcm  6(b)  of  FIFRA. 

An>lications  made  to  the  Agency  were 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  in  ac- 
c<»dance  with  the  provisions  of  the 
Agency’s  Interim  policy  with  respect  to 
the  administratlcHi  of  sectiem  3(c)  (1) 
(D). 

Notices  of  intent  to  deny  registration 
have  been  sent  to  the  following  appli¬ 
cants  for  the  listed  products. 

EPA  PUe  Symb(d  1029-RER.  Aidex  Corp.,  1024 
N.  ITth  St.,  Omaha  NB  68102.  AIDEX 
CHIiORDANE  25  ORANDLAR. 

BPA  FU®  Symbol  8419-RI.  The  Andersens,  PO 
Box  119,  Maumee  OH  43537.  TRIPLE 
THREAT  PRE-EMERGENCE  CRABORASS 
KILLER  PLUS  10-6-4  FERTILIZER  WITH 
O-E-N-T-L-E  "N”  AND  LAVm  INSECTI¬ 
CIDE. 

EPA  PUe  Symbol  6414-T.  Bain  Pest  Control 
Service  Inc..  347  Central  St.,  Lowell  MA 
01852.  CHECKER  BRAND  72%  CHLOR- 
DANE  SPRAY. 

EPA  FUe  Symbol  960-ROT.  Balcom  Chemi¬ 
cals,  Inc.,  PO  Box  667,  Greeley  CO  80631. 
'  CLEAN  CROP  HEPTACHLOR  3  EC. 

EPA  File  Symbol  637-RO.  BIOCERTA  CORP., 
303  5TH  Ave.,  New  York  10016.  CHLORPAX 
EMULSION  CONCENTRATE. 

EPA  File  Symbol  4-EGA.  Bonide  Chemical 
Co.,  Inc.,  2  Wurz  Ave.,  YorkvUle  NT  13495. 
CROTOX  POWDER  SEED  PROTECTOR. 
EPA  FUe  Symbol  S6483-R.  Champion  Chemi¬ 
cal  Co.,  1114  Uvalde,  Houston  TX  77015. 
BUG  MAGIC  GENERAL  HOUSEHOLD 
SPRAY. 

EPA  FUe  Symbol  4715-GNI.  Colorado  Inter¬ 
national  Corp.,  5321  Dahlia  St.,  Commerce 
City  CO  80022.  BEST  4  SERVIS  BRAND 
CHIiORDANE  40%  WETTABLE  POWDER. 
EPA  PUe  Symbol  23304-L.  Crummett  Cheml- 
caL  luc..  3987-C  Forsyth  Rd.,  Orlando  FL 
32807.  HEPTACHLOR  2.5%. 

EPA  File  Symbol  3770-GNL.  Economy  Prod¬ 
ucts  Co..  Inc.,  PO  Box  427,  Shenandoah  lA 
61601.  SEED-QUIK  CHLORDANE  +  CAP¬ 
TAIN  SEED  DRESSING. 

EPA  FUe  Symbol  10370-RA.  Ford’s  Chemical 
A;  Services  Inc.,  907  S.  Main,  Pasadena  TX 
77506.  FORD’S  74%  CHLORDANE. 

EPA  File  Symbol  10370-RE.  Ford’s  Chemical 
&  Services  Inc.  PASCO  ROACH  SPRAY  A 
PROFESSIONAL  TYPE  KILL. 

EPA  FUe  Symbol  10370-RI.  Ford’s  Chemical 
ft  Services  Inc.  PASCO  HEPTACHLOR  6. 
EPA  FUe  Symbol  10370-RO.  Ford’s  Chemical 
ft  Services  Inc.  PASCO  HEPTACHLOR  10. 
EPA  FUe  Symbol  10370-0.  Ford’s  Chemical  ft 
Services  Inc.  CHLORDANE  S-E  EMULSI- 
FIABLE  CONCENTRATE. 

EPA  FUe  Symbol  10370-T.  Ford’s  Chemical 
ft  Services  Inc.  PASCO  HEPTACHLOR  10. 
EPA  File  Symbol  869-RLN.  Green  Light  Co.. 
PO  Box  16192,  San  Antonio  TX  78246. 
GREEN  LIGHT  45%  CHLORDANE  SPRAT. 
EPA  FUe  Symbol  10107-RI.  Harris  Serum  ft 
Supply  Co..  Inc.,  PO  Box  410,  McCook  NB 
69001.  CHLORDANE  200. 

EPA  FUe  Symbol  6005-UET.  Helena  Chemical 
Oo..  Clark  ’Tower — 6100  Popular  Ave.,  Suite 
2000.  Memphis  TN  S8137.  HEPTACHLOR 
10-0  ORANUIdUL 

EPA  FUe  Symbol  S4eil-U.  m-TMd  Chem. 
Oo..  Box  490,  Bonham  TX  76418.  HI- YIELD 
CHIiORDANE  SPRAY. 


EPA  FUe  Symbol  10370-RO.  Hoff-Mor  Inc., 
1120  S.  Center,  Pasadena  TX  77606.  PASCO 
HEPTACHLOR  6. 

EPA  FUe  Symbol  12188-R.  Holder's  Pest  Con¬ 
trol  Co.,  6617  Southwest  Freeway.  Houston 
TX  77027.  HOLDER’S  HEPTACHLOR  2.5. 

EPA  FUe  Symbol  34290-R.  James  Extermi¬ 
nating  ft  Supply  Co.,  2766  N.  22nd  St., 
Philadelphia  PA  19132.  CALL-EM-OUT 
AND  KILL  EM. 

EPA  FUe  Symbol  8845-EU.  Kenco  Chemical 
Dlv.,  PO  Box  6246,  JacksonvlUe  FL  32205. 
RID-A-BUG  DO-IT-YOURSELF  TERMITE 
CONTROL  CONCENTRATE. 

EPA  FUe  Symbol  9554-EO.  Levenson  Chem¬ 
ical  Co.,  1407  Harney,  Omaha  NB  68102. 
CHLORDANE  45  EMULSIFIABLE  CON¬ 
CENTRATE. 

EPA  File  Symbol  912S-RL.  Magnolia  FertUzer 
Co.,  Div.  Pace  National  Corp..  500  7tb  Ave. 
S.,  Kirkland  WA  98033.  WEED  AND  FEED 
FERTILIZER  10-3-6. 

EPA  FUe  Symbol  299-RIA.  C.  J.  Martin  Co., 
PO  Box  1089,  Nacogdoches  TX  75061.  ANT 
•BAITC. 

EPA  File  Symbol  11800-1.  Midwest  Agrl. 
Warehouse  Co.,  200  S.  Main,  Fremont  NB 
68025.  CLEAN  CROP  HEPTACHLOR  SEED 
PROTECTANT  AND  LUBRICANT. 

EPA  FUe  Symbol  3624-RLI.  Nova  Products, 
Inc,.  PO  Box  6086,  Kansas  City  KS  66119. 
NOVA  CMW-49  CONCENTRATE. 

EPA  Pile  Symbol  3624-RLO.  Nova  Products 
Inc.,  PO  Box  5086,  Kansas  City  KS  66119. 
NOVA  CHLOR-MAL. 

EPA  FUe  Symbol  1258-OTL.  Olln  Corp.,  Agrl. 
Div.,  PO  Box  991,  Little  Rock  AK  72203. 
TERRA-COAT  LT-2  WITH  HEPTACHLOR. 

EPA  File  Symbol  2169-ELN.  Patterson  Chem¬ 
ical  Co.,  Dlv.  Curry-Cartwrlght,  Inc.,  1400 
Union  Ave.,  Kansas  City  MO  64101.  PAT¬ 
TERSON’S  25 %>  CHLORDANE  GRANULES. 

EPA  File  Symbol  3234-OL.  Pax  Co..  580  W. 
13th  S,  Salt  Lake  City  UT  84115.  PAX 
SUPER  TOTAL  FOR  LAWNS. 

EPA  Pile  Symbol  3234-GU.  Pax  Co.,  580  W. 
13th  S,  Salt  Lake  City  UT  84115.  PAX 
FUNGICIDE  INSECTICIDE  FERTILIZER. 

EPA  FUe  Symbol  8773-RA.  American  Fertil¬ 
izer  ft  Chem.  Co.,  Sub.  of  PhUlips  Petro¬ 
leum  Co.,  PO  Box  98,  Henderson  CO  80640. 
PHILLIPS  66  CHLORDANE  4-E. 

EPA  File  Symbol  655-LFO.  Prentiss  Drug  ft 
Chemical  Co.  Inc.,  363  Seventh  Ave.,  New 
York  NY  10001.  PRENTOX  AOCLOR— EC 
AGRICULTURAL  INSECTICIDE. 

EPA  File  Symbol  655-ELI.  Prentiss  Drug  ft 
Chemical  Oo.  PRENTOX  AGCLOR  40% 
W.  P.  AGRICULTURAL  INSECTICIDE. 

EPA  FUe  Symbol  665-IiEA.  Prentiss 
Drug  ft  Chemical  Co.  PRENCHLOR  5% 
GRANULES. 

EPA  FUe  Symbol  655-LEE.  Prentiss  Drug  ft 
Chemical  Oo.  PRENCHLOR  10%  DUST. 

EPA  File  Symbol  655-LBO.  Prentiss 

Drug  ft  Chemical  Co.  PRENCHLOR  10% 
GRANULES. 

EPA  FUe  Symbol  655-LEL.  Prentiss  Drug  ft 
Chemical  Co.  PRENCHLOR  6%  DUST. 

EPA  File  Symbol  665-<LEU.  Prentiss  Drug  ft 
Chemical  Oo.  PRENCHLOR  40%  WET- 
TABLE  POWDER. 

EPA  File  Symbol  655-LRT.  Prentiss  Drug  ft 
Chemical  Co.  PRENTOX  3  LB.  HEPTA- 
CHLOR  EMULSIFIABLE  CONCENTRATE. 

EPA  File  Symbol  SS280-T.  S  ft  O  Chemical 
Co.,  10036  Connell,  Overland  Park  KS  66212. 
SUPER  46%  CHLORDANE. 

EPA  FUe  Symbol  538-RRO.  O.  M.  Scott  ft 
Sons,  Proturf  Dlv.,  MarysvUle  OH  48040. 
SCOTTS  PROTURF  BROAD  SPECTRUM 
INSECTICIDE. 

EPA  File  Symbol  4876-LT.  “AO"  Supply  Co, 
Div.  of  Seedkem,  Industrial  Drive,  Hopklns- 
viUe  KY  42240.  CHLORDANE-8. 

EPA  FUe  BymbeU  4887-R’TU.  St^henson 
Chemical  (3o.,  Inc,  PO  Box  87188,  College 
Park  GA  30337.  STEPHENSON  78% 
CHLORDANE  EMULSIFIABLE  CONCEN¬ 
TRATE. 


EPA  File  Symbol  998-RRO.  Superior  Chemical 
Products,  Inc.,  3942  Frankford  Ave,  Phila¬ 
delphia  PA  19124.  SUPERIOR  0-6%  DUST. 
EPA  File  Symbol  6735-ERE.  ’Tide  Products 
Inc.,  PO  Box  1020,  Edinburg  TX  78539.  TIDE 
CHLORDANE-33G. 

EPA  Pile  Symbol  11656-GI.  Western  Farm 
Service,  Inc,  2401  Crow  Canyon  Rd.,  San 
Ramon  CA  94583.  CHLORDANE  TERRA- 
CLOR  CAPTAN  10-10-10  GRANULAR. 

EPA  FUe  SsrmboP  11656-GT.  Western  Farm 
Service,  Inc.  CHLORDANE  ’TERRACLOR 
10-10  GRANULAR. 

EPA  PUe  Symbol  11656-GG.  Western  Farm 
Service,  Inc.  CHLORDANE  10  GRANULAR. 
EPA  File  Symbol  11656-GU.  Western  Farm 
Service,  Inc.  CHLORDANE  8E. 

EPA  FUe  Symbol  11656-GL.  Western  Farm 
Service,  Inc.  CHLORDANE  5  GRANULAR. 
EPA  FUe  Symbol  11666-GA.  Western  Farm 
Service,  Inc.  CHLORDANE  TERRACLOR 
ZINEB  10-10-10  GRANULAR. 

EPA  PUe  Symbol  9782-GG.  Woodbiuy  Chemi¬ 
cal  Co,  PO  Box  4319,  Princeton  FL  33030. 
HEPTACHLOR  2.5E. 

EPA  File  Symbol  9782-RU.  Woodbury  Chemi¬ 
cal  Co.,  PO  Box  4319,  Princeton  FL  33030. 
CHLORDANE  8-E  INSECTICIDE  EMULSI- 
PIABLE  CONCENTRATE. 

Conclusion 

Any  person  adversely  affected  by  this 
notice  may,  on  or  before  June  23,  1975, 
request  a  hearing  with  the  Hearing  Clerk, 
Environmental  Protection-Agency,  401  M 
Street,  SW,  East  Tower,  Room  1019, 
Washington,  D.C.  20460.  Any  questions 
concerning  this  notice  should  be  directed 
to  Product  Manager  15,  Registration  Di¬ 
vision,  Environmental  Protection  Agency, 
401  M  Street.  SW..  Washington.  D.C. 
20460. 

Notice  of  the  Agency’s  denial  of  these 
applications  for  registration  is  given 
pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  section  3 
(c)  (6)  of  FIFRA. 

Dated:  May  21. 1975. 

James  L.  Agee, 
Assistant  Administrator  for 
Water  and  Hazardous  materials. 
(FR  Doc.75-13709  FUed  5-22-75;B:45  am] 

FEDERAL  ENERGY 
ADMINISTRATION 

ENVIRONMENTAL  ADVISORY  COMMITTEE 
Charter  Amendment 

This  notice  is  given  to  advise  of  a  re¬ 
vision  in  the  charter  of  the  Environ¬ 
mental  Advisory  Committee.  The  charter 
was  published  in  the  August  21,  1974, 
issue  of  the  Federal  Register  (39  FR 
30196). 

The  amendment  will  revise  the  char¬ 
ter  to  provide  for  inclusion  of  subcom¬ 
mittees.  No  other  changes  are  being  made 
in  the  charter. 

The  Office  of  Management  and  Budget 
has  concurred  in  this  revision. 

The  revised  charter  is  published  below 
and  is  effective  immediately. 

Issued  at  Washington,  D.C.  on  May  20. 
1975. 

Robert  E.  Montoomery.  Jr, 
General  Counsel. 
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FXDKKAL  ENXBGT  AolUNISTBATIOIf 
Envikonmxmtai.  Advuobt  Ck>Micirm 
NoncB  or  Chastes  Amendment 

A.  Establishment.  The  Administrator,  Fed¬ 
eral  Energy  Administration  (PEA),  having 
determined  after  consultation  with  the  Di¬ 
rector,  Office  of  Management  and  Budget, 
that  the  establishment  of  an  advisory  com¬ 
mittee  to  deal  with  environmental  matters. 
Is  In  the  public  Interest  In  connection  with 
duties  imposed  on  the  Federal  Energy  Ad¬ 
ministration  by  law,  hereby  establishes  the 
Environmental  Advisory  Committee  pursuant 
to  the  Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act  (Pub. 
L.  92-463). 

B.  Duties,  Functions,  and  Administrative 
Provisions.  1.  Objectives  and  Scope — The  ob¬ 
jectives  of  the  Environmental  Advisory  Com¬ 
mittee  are  to  provide  advice  and  Information 
to  FEA  concerning  environmental  aspects  of 
FEA  policies  and  programs. 

2.  Committee  Tenure — In  view  of  the  goals 
and  purposes  of  the  Committee,  It  will  be 
expected  to  continue  for  the  duration  of  FEA. 

3.  Ojjleial  to  Whom  Committee  Reports — 
The  Committee  shall  report  to  the  Adminis¬ 
trator.  Federal  Energy  Administration. 

4.  Support  Services — ^Necessary  support 
shall  be  furnished  by  the  Federal  Energy  Ad¬ 
ministration. 

6.  Committee  Duties — The  duties  of  the 
Committee  are  solely  advisory  and  are  stated 
In  Paragraph  1  above. 

6.  Estimated  Annual  Operating  Costs — ^The 
estimated  annual  operating  costs  for  the 
Committee  are  $30,000  and  involve  approxi¬ 
mately  one-man-year  of  staff  support. 

7.  Meetings — The  Committee  will  meet  ap¬ 
proximately  bimonthly. 

8.  Termination  Date — The  Committee  will 
terminate  on  June  30,  1976,  or  If  the  Federal 
Energy  Administration  Act  of  1974  Is  amend¬ 
ed  to  extend  the  duration  of  FEA  beyond  that 
date,  the  Committee  will  terminate  on  such 
later  date  or  two  years  from  the  date  of  this 
Charter,  whichever  occurs  earlier. 

9.  Subcommittees — ^The  Environmental  Ad¬ 
visory  Committee  shall  have  five  Subcom- 
mlttes  as  follows: 

a.  OCS  Development  Subcommittee 

b.  Coal  Leasing  and  Mining  Subcommittee 

c.  Transportation  Subcommittee 

d.  Coal  Utllixation  Subcommittee 

e.  Energy  Conservation  Subcommittee 

The  objectives  of  the  Subcommittees  are 

to  make  recommendations  to  the  parent 
Committee  with  regard  to  advice  and  infor¬ 
mation  which  shall  be  provided  to  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator,  FEA,  concerning  environmental 
aspecta  of  FEA  policies  and  programs.  The 
Subcommittees  shall  be  comprised  of  the 
26  members  of  the  parent  Committee.  The 
provisions  of  B  1  through  8  shall  apply  to 
these  Subcommittees. 

Dated:  May  20.  1975. 

Robert  E.  Montgomery,  Jr., 

General  Counsel. 

[FR  Doc.75-13613  FUed  5-22-75:8:45  am] 


FEDERAL  HOME  LOAN  BANK  BOARD 

|H.C.  #194] 

STANDARD  LAW  BOOK  COMPANY  AND 
ALBANY  SAVINGS  AND  LOAN  ASSOCIA¬ 
TION 

Receipt  of  Application  For  Permission  To 
Purchase  Assets 

Mat  20,  1975. 

Notice  ia  hereby  given  that  the  Federal 
Savings  and  Loan  Insurance  Corpora¬ 
tion  has  received  an  application  from 
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Standard  Law  Book  Company.  Chicago,' 
Illinois,  a  unitary  savings  and  loan  hold¬ 
ing  company,  for  approval  of  a  bulk  pur¬ 
chase  of  the  assets  of  Albany  Savings 
and  Loan  Association,  CThlcagro,  Illinois, 
an  uninsured  institution,  by  Ben  Frank¬ 
lin  Savings  and  Loan  Association,  an  in¬ 
sured  institution  under  the  provisions  of 
section  408(e)  of  the  National  Housing 
Act,  as  amended  (12  U.S.C.  1730a(e)), 
and  S  584.4  of  the  RegiQations  for  Sav¬ 
ings  and  Loan  Holding  Companies.  (Com¬ 
ments  on  the  proposed  acquisition  should 
be  submitted  to  the  Director,  Holding 
Companies  Section,  Office  of  Examina¬ 
tions  and  Supervision,  Federal  Home 
Loan  Bank  Board,  Washington,  D.C. 
20552,  on  or  before  Jiuie  23,  1975. 

[seal! 

Grenville  L.  Millard,  Jr., 
Assistant  Secretary, 
Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  Board. 
IFR  Doc.75-13629  Filed  5-22-75:8:45  am] 

FEDERAL  MARITIME  COMMISSION 

INDEPENDENT  OCEAN  FREIGHT 
FORWARDER  LICENSE 

Applicants 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  fol¬ 
lowing  applicants  have  filed  with  the 
Federal  Maritime  Commission  applica¬ 
tions  for  licenses  as  independent  ocean 
freight  forwarders  pursuant  to  section 
44(a)  of  the  Shipping  Act,  1916  (75 
Stat.  522  and  46  U.S.C.  841(b) ). 

Persons  knowing  of  any  reason  why 
any  of  the  following  applicants  should 
not  receive  a  license  are  requested  to 
communicate  with  the  Director,  Bureau 
of  Certification  and  Licensing,  Federal 
Maritime  Commission,  Washln^n,  D.C. 
20573. 

Tlerra  Mar  Aire  Packing  &  Shipping  Inc.,  or 
TJdA.  Packing  &  Shipping  Inc.,  45-18  83rd 
Street,  Elmhurst,  New  York  11373.  Officer: 
Alfons  Quljano,  President. 

Action  World  Shippers,  Inc.,  4239  North 
NOrdlca,.  Chicago,  Illinois  60634.  Officers: 
Susan  E.  Lee,  President,  Arthur  B.  Camp, 
Vice  President. 

Olammetta  A  Olanunetta,  Arthur  J.  Oiam- 
metta,  Arthur  J.  Olammetta,  Jr.  d/b/a,  438 
Ridge  Road,  North  Arlington,  New  Jersey 
07032. 

Transport  Services  International,  Kenneth 
Katz  d/h/a,  P.O.  Box  68,  Parkvllle  Station, 
Brooklyn,  New  York  11204. 

Central  Freight  Forwarding  Inc.,  2140  S.W. 
21st  Street,  Miami,  Florl^  33145.  Officers: 
Elda  Estrada,  President/Director,  Antonio 
Leal,  Secretaiy/Treasurer,  Manuel  Estrada. 
Director. 

Newman,  Wilson  &  Co..  Steven  W.  Newman 
d/b/a,  810  S.W.  Fo\irth  Avenue,  Portland, 
Ore^n  97204. 

Anthony  LaPenta,  371  Classon  Avenue, 
Brooklyn,  New  York  11238. 

Posey  International,  Inc.,  1314  Texas  Avenue, 
Suite  701,  Houston.  Texas  77002.  Officers: 
Gregory  Ewing  Posey,  Presldent/Treasurer, 
Jestu  Villarreal,  Vice  President/Secretary. 

By  the  Federal  Maritime  Commission. 
Dated;  May  20. 1975. 

Francis  C.  Hurnby, 

Secretary. 

[FB  Doc.75-13627  Filed  6-22-75:8:46  am] 
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FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 

[Docket  Nos.  R-411;  RM74-4] 

ADVANCES  FOR  GAS  EXPLORATION, 
DEVELOPMENT.  AND  PRODUCTION 

Order  Amending  Prior  Order 

May  16, 1975. 

On  April  28,  1975,  the  Commission  is¬ 
sued  an  order  in  this  proceeding  which, 
inter  alia,  instituted  an  investigation  of 
the  Commission’s  advance  pajrment  pro¬ 
gram  under  Order  Nos.  465  and  499  (40 
FR  19532;  May  5,  1975).  That  order  also 
designated  all  of  the  pipelines  which  had 
made  advance  payments  to  producers 
under  the  Commission’s  advance  pay¬ 
ment  program  respondents  to  the  in¬ 
vestigation  and  listed  the  respondents  in 
Appendix  A  of  the  order.  However, 
through  an  oversight,  Loulslana-Nevada 
Transit  Company  (Loulslana-Nevada) 
was  not  included  on  the  list.  Accordingly, 
we  shall  amend  the  April  28,  1975,  to 
add  as  Loulslana-Nevada  a  respondent  in 
this  proceeding. 

The  Commission  finds:  It  is  necessary 
and  appropriate  in  the  public  interest 
and  to  aid  in  the  enforcement  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  that  the  Commission’s 
April  28.  1975,  order  in  this  proceeding 
be  amended  as  hereinafter  ordered. 

The  Commission  orders:  The  Commis¬ 
sion’s  April  28,  1975,  order  In  this  pro¬ 
ceeding  is  hereby  amended  to  add  as  a 
respondent  on  Appendix  A  to  the  order. 
Loulslana-Nevada  Transit  Company,  821 
17th  Street,  Denver,  Colorado  80202. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.76-1356e  Filed  5-22-75:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  RP75-88] 

ALGONQUIN  GAS  TRANSMISSION  CO. 

Order 

May  19.  1975. 

On  April  8. 1975,  Algonquin  Gas  Trans¬ 
mission  Company  (Algonquin),  tendered 
for  filing  a  revised  tariff  sheet  ^  reflecting 
a  Jurisdictional  revenue  increase  of  ap¬ 
proximately  $25.4  million  based  on  the 
twelve  month  period  ending  December  31, 
1974,  as  adjusted,  Algonquin  requests  an 
effective  date  of  May  23,  1975,  for  its 
proposed  changes.  Of  the  entire  increase, 
about  $21.3  million  is  applicaUe  to  service 
under  Algonquin’s  Rate  Schedule  SNG-1 
and  the  remainder  is  applicable,  in  vary¬ 
ing  degrees,  to  all  other  rate  schedules. 
The  company  sets  forth  as  reasons  for 
its  rate  increase  application.  Increased 
costs  of  operation,  reduced  sales  volumes, 
increased  costs  of  feedstock  for  its  SNG 
operations  and  an  overall  rate  of  return 
of  10.75  percent.  Our  analysis  of  Algon¬ 
quin’s  filing  indicates  that  each  of  these 
items  should  be  the  subject  of  ezamlna- 
tl(m  within  the  hearing  ordered  herein. 


*  Seventh  Revised  Sheet  No.  10  to  Algon¬ 
quin’s  FPC  Oas  TsrUr.  First  Revised  Volume 
No.  L 
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We  are  particularly  concerned  with  the 
magnitude  of  the  Increase  as  It  relates 
to  Rate  Schedule  SNO-1.  The  determina¬ 
tion  of  the  reasonableness  of  costs  In¬ 
curred  by  Algonquin  fnxn  Its  subsidiary, 
Algonquin  SNO.  Incorporated  Is  required 
so  that  we  can  properly  analyze  what 
portion  of  the  SNG  costs  should  pr(H>erly 
be  passed  on  to  Algonquin’s  customers. 
We  have  been  concern^  from  the  very 
outset  that  such  SNO  related  costs  might 
escalate  beyond  the  zone  of  reasonable¬ 
ness.* 

Further,  Algonquin  has  proposed,  as  it 
did  at  Docket  No.  RP74-92,  a  two-part 
rate  for  its  SNG  service  which  establishes 
the  commodity  rate  on  the  basis  of  feed¬ 
stock  costs  and  the  demand  charge  on 
the  basis  of  all  other  costs.  This  rate  de¬ 
sign  is  the  subject  of  an  investigation 
into  its  reasonableness  in  the  proceed¬ 
ings  at  the  underlying  docket. 

In  the  instant  filing,  Algonquin  also 
departs  from  the  practice  of  utilizing 
plant  capacity  for  rate  design  billing  de¬ 
terminants  and,  instead,  designs  Its  de¬ 
mand-commodity  levels  on  the  basis  of 
actual  sales  achieved  dining  the  last  win¬ 
ter  period.  As  a  result,  an  overstatement 
of  rate  levels  could  occiu*  if  It  should  be 
determined  that  use  of  capacity  volumes 
is  proper  for  rate  design  purposes.  Under 
these  circumstances,  it  should  be  made 
clear  that  the  company  may  be  exposed 
to  refunds  for  overcollections  if  It  should 
be  determined  that  a  one-part  rate  is  ap¬ 
propriate  for  service  rendered  under  Rate 
Schedule  SNG-1  or  that  capacity  billing 
determinants  are  proper  for  rate  design 
purposes. 

Our  review  of  the  subject  rate  filing 
indicates  that  the  proposed  rates  have 
not  be^  shown  to  be  just  and  reason¬ 
able,  and  that  they  may  be  excessive, 
unduly  discriminatory  or  otherwise  im- 
just  and  unreasonable.  Accordingly,  the 
proposed  tariff  sheet  shall  be  accepted 
for  filing,  suspended  for  the  full  five 
month  statutory  period,  subject  to  re- 
fimd,  and  set  for  hearing. 

Public  notice  of  Algonquin’s  filing  was 
issued  with  protests  or  petitions  to  inter- 
v^e  due  on  or  before  April  28.  1975.  To 
date,  one  petition  to  intervene  has  been 
filed  on  behalf  of  the  twenty  parties  listed 
at  Appendix  A. 

The  Commission  finds:  (1)  The  rates 
proposed  by  Algonquin  have  not  been 
shown  to  be  just  and  reasonable  and  may 
be  unjust,  unreasonable,  unduly  dis¬ 
criminatory,  preferential,  or  otherwise 
unlawful. 

(2)  It  is  necessary  and  proper  in  the 
public  Interest  in  carrying  out  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  that  the 
Commission  enter  upon  a  hearing  con¬ 
cerning  the  lawfulness  of  the  rates  and 
charges  contained  in  Algonquin’s  FPC 
Gas  Tariff  as  proposed  to  be  amended 
in  Docket  No.  RP75-88.  and  that  the  re- 


•See,  Commission  Opinion  No.  637  at  Al¬ 
gonquin  SNG.  Inc^  et  at..  Docket  Nos.  CP73- 
36  et  al..  issued  December  7,  1972;  and  Com¬ 
mission  Opinion  Na  637-A,  at  Algonquin 
SNG.  Ine^  et  al..  Docket  Noe.  CP73-36  et  al.. 
issued  February  6, 1973. 
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vised  tariff  sheet  filed  therein  be  sus¬ 
pended.  and  the  use  thereof  deferred  as 
hereinafter  ordered. 

(3)  The  participation  of  the  above- 
named  petitioners  may  be  in  the  public 
^interest,  provided  that  such  participation 
shall  be  limited  as  set  forth  below. 

The  Commission  orders:  (A)  Pursuant 
to  the  authority  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act, 
particularly  sections  4  and  5  thereof,  and 
the  Commission’s  rules  and  regulations, 
a  public  hearing  shall  be  held  on  No¬ 
vember  21. 1975,  in  a  hearing  room  of  the 
Federal  Power  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  concerning  the  lawfulness  of 
the  rates,  charges,  classification,  and 
services  contained  in  Algonquin’s  FPC 
Gas  Tariff,  as  proposed  to  be  amended 
herein. 

(B)  On  or  before  October  10,  1975,  the 
Commission  Staff  shall  serve  its  prepared 
testimony  and  exhibits.  The  prepared 
testimony  and  exhibits  of  any  and  all  in- 
tervenors  shall  be  served  on  or  before 
October  24,  1975.  Any  rebuttal  evidence 
by  Algonquin  shall  be  served  on  or  be¬ 
fore  November  7, 1975. 

(C)  A  Presiding  Administrative  Law 
Judge  to  be  designated  by  the  Chief  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Law  Judge  for  that  purpose 
(See  Delegation  of  Authority,  18  CFR 
3.5(d))  shall  preside  at  the  hearing  ini¬ 
tiated  by  this  order,  and  shall  conduct 
such  hearing  in  accordance  with  the 
Natural  (3ras  Act,  the  Conunission’s  rules 
and  regulations,  and  the  terms  of  this 
order. 

(D)  Pending  hearing  and  a  decision 
therecm,  Algonquin’s  proposed  revised 
sheets  tendered  for  filing  on  April  8, 
1975  are  hereby  susE>ended  for  five 
months  and  the  use  thereof  deferred 
imtil  October  23,  1975,  or  until  such  time 
as  they  are  made  effective  in  the  manner 
provided  by  the  Natural  Gas  Act. 

(E)  The  above-named  petitioners  are 
hereby  permitted  to  intervene  in  this 
proceeding,  subject  to  the  rules  and  regu¬ 
lations  of  the  Commission:  Provided, 
however.  That  the  participation  of  such 
intervenors  shall  be  limited  to  matters 
affecting  rights  and  interests  specifically 
set  forth  in  the  respective  petitions  to 
intervene,  and  Provided,  further,  'That 
the  admission  of  such  intervenors  shall 
not  be  construed  as  recognition  by  the 
CommlssicMi  that  they,  or  any  of  them, 
might  be  aggrieved  because  of  any  order 
or  orders  issued  by  the  Commission  in 
this  proceeding. 

(F)  The  Secretary  shall  cause  prompt 
publication  of  this  order  to  be  made  in 
the  Federal  Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

Appendix  A 

PETmON  TO  INTEBVENE 

Bay  State  Gas  Company 
Boston  Gas  Compcmy 
Brlstca  and  WazTMi  Gas  Company 
Cape  Code  Gas  Company 
Commonwealth  Gas  CcMi^Mmy 
The  Connecticut  Gas  Company 
Conneettcut  Natural  Gas  Corporation 
Fan  River  Gas  Company 


The  Hartford  Electric  Light  Company 
Ihwn  of  Middleborough,  Municipal  Gas  and 
Electric  Depcntment 

New  Bedford  Gas  and  Eldlson  Light  Company 
New  Jersey  Natural  Gas  Company 
North  Attleboro  Gas  (Company 
City  of  Norwich,  Department  of  Public  Utili¬ 
ties 

Orange  and  Rockland  Utilities,  Inc. 

Pequot  Gas  Company 

Providence  Gas  Company 

South  County  Gas  Company 

The  Southern  Connecticut  Gas  Company 

Tiverton  Gas  Company 

(PR  Doc.75-13570  Piled  5-22-75;8:45  amj 


[Docket  No.  E-90921 

ARKANSAS-MISSOURI  POWER  CO. 
Further  Extension  of  Procedural  Dates 
May  16,  1975. 

On  May  14,  1975,  Staff  Counsel  filed  a 
motion  to  extend  the  procedural  dates 
fixed  by  order  issued  November  29,  1974, 
as  most  recently*  modified  by  notice  is¬ 
sued  April  17,  1975,  in  the  above-desig¬ 
nated  matter.  The  motion  states  that  the 
parties  have  been  notified  and  have  no 
objection. 

Upon  consideration,  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  the  procedural  dates  in  the 
above  matter  are  modified  as  follows : 

Service  of  Staff’s  Testimony,  June  17,  1975. 
Service  of  Intervenor’s  Testimony,  July  1, 
1975. 

Service  of  Company  Rebuttal,  July  15,  1975. 
Hearing,  August  26,  1975  (10  a.m.  e.d.t.). 

Kenneth  P.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.75-13549  Plied  5-22-75;8:45  am] 


[Docket  Nos.  E-8250,  etc.] 

ARKANSAS  POWER  &  LIGHT  CO. 

Order 

'  May  16.  1975. 

By  Order  issued  July  31,  1973,  the 
Commission,  inter  alia,  accepted  for  fil¬ 
ing  Arkansas  Power  b  Light  Company’s 
(AP&L)  proposed  rate  increase  filed  in 
Docket  No.  E-8250  on  Jime  1,  1973,  sus¬ 
pended  the  proposed  rates  for  five 
months  to  become  effective  January  1, 
1974,  subject  to  refund,  permitted  nine 
of  AP&L’s  affected  customers  (Inter¬ 
venors)  to  intervene  in  the  proceeding, 
and  consolidated  the  proceedings  with 
those  in  Docket  Nos.  E-8071  and  E-8142. 

On  February  14,  1975,  the  Commis¬ 
sion  Staff  filed  a  motion  in  this  proceed¬ 
ing  requesting  that  the  Commission  limit 
its  findings  at  the  present  time  to  a 
determination  of  just  and  reasonable 
rates  for  the  locked-ln  period  from  Jan¬ 
uary  1,  1974  to  December  19,  1974.  The 
Commission  Staff  also  requested  that 
the  Commission  reqi^e  AP&L  to  submit, 
within  thirty  days,  cost  of  service  data 
for  the  year  1975  consisting  of  available 
actual  data  and  estimates  for  the  re¬ 
mainder  of  the  year  and  to  set  proce¬ 
dural  dates  for  the  purpose  of  deter¬ 
mining  a  just  and  reasonable  rate  com¬ 
mencing  December  19,  1974. 
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In  support  of  its  motion.  Staff  states 
that  on  December  19.  1974  APLL  placed 
the  Arkansas  Nuclear  One  Unit  #1 
(ANO#l)  generating  station  in  service, 
representing  what  AP&L  claims  to  be  a 
$216,000,000  addition  to  its  end-of>test- 
period  electric  plant  in  service.  Staff  al¬ 
leges  that  since  the  impact  .of  this 
additional  capacity  would  have  a  sub¬ 
stantial  Impact  on  AP&L’s  operations, 
the  rates  for  the  pre-December  19.  1974 
period  miist  be  considerably  different 
from  those  for  the  period  after  the  nu¬ 
clear  unit  was  placed  in  service.  Staff 
concludes  that  no  single  rate  for  both 
periods  could  be  Just  and  reasonable  and 
therefore  requests  that  the  rate  pro¬ 
ceeding  be  phased.  Staff  notes  that  AP&L 
had  Included  the  impact  of  ANO#l  as 
a  pro  forma  adjustment  to  its  test  year 
ended  Jime  30.  1973.  Finally.  Staff 
states,  in  support  of  its  motion  to  re¬ 
quire  AP&L  to  file  updated  cost  support 
for  the  period  commencing  December  19. 

1974.  that  the  impact  of  ANO#l  upon 
the  operations  of  AP&L  cannot  be  accu¬ 
rately  measured  against  a  test  year  be¬ 
ginning  In  July.  1972  and  ending  in 
June.  1973. 

On  February  27. 1975.  Interveners  filed 
their  concurrence  in  Staff’s  February  14. 

1975.  motion,  stating  that  Staff’s  motion 
would  offer  a  resolution  which  would 
avoid  considerable  difficulty  which  would 
otherwise  face  the  Commission  in  thu 
proceeding. 

AP&L  filed  its  response  to  Staff’s  mo¬ 
tion  on  March  3.  1975.  AP&L  states  that 
while  it  does  not  agree  with  certain  of 
the  statements  made  in  Staff’s  motion, 
it  concurs  in  the  motion  and  requests 
the  Commission  to  expeditiously  grant 
Staff’s  February  14. 1975  motion,  as  mod¬ 
ified  to  require  AP&L  to  supply  the  re¬ 
quested  cost  of  service  data  on  or  before 
May  20.  1975. 

On  May  2.  1975.  the  Staff  filed  a  re¬ 
quest  on  behalf  of  all  parties,  that  its 
motion  be  revised  to  refiect  June  24. 
1975.  as  the  date  for  filing  the  requested 
data. 

For  the  reasons  set  forth  in  Staff’s  mo¬ 
tion.  we  believe  that  AP&L  should  be  re¬ 
quired  to  provide,  on  or  before  June  24, 
1975.  updated  cost  of  service  data  ap¬ 
plicable  to  the  period  commencing  De¬ 
cember  19,  1974,  the  date  that  ANO#l 
was  placed  in  service. 

The  Comynisston  finds:  Good  cause 
exists  to  grant  the  Commission  Staff’s 
February  14,  1975  Motion  as  hereinafter 
ordered. 

The  Commission  orders:  (A)  Staff’s 
February  14,  1975  motion  is  hereby 
granted  for  purposes  of  allowing  two 
rates  to  be  determined  in  this  proceed¬ 
ing;  the  first  for  the  period  January  1, 
1974  to  December  19.  1974.  and  the  sec¬ 
ond  commencing  December  19, 1974. 

(B)  AP&L  shall  file.  <m  or  before 
Jime  24,  1975,  cost  of  service  data  for 
the  year  1975. 

(C)  The  following  procedural  dates 
are  hereby  established  for  the  purpose 
of  providing  the  parties  an  opportunity 
to  present  evidence  rdated  to  AP&L's 


NOTICES 

updated  cost  of  service  data  for  the 
year  1975;  the  Commission  Staff  shall 
serve  its  prepared  testimony  and  ex¬ 
hibits  on  or  before  July  22,  1975.  Any 
Intervenor  evidence  shall  be  filed  on  or 
before  August  6,  1975.  Any  rebuttal  evi¬ 
dence  by  AP&L  shall  be  served  on  or  be¬ 
fore  August  19. 1975. 

(D)  ’The  Secretary  shall  cause  prompt 
publication  of  this  order  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-13660  Filed  5-22-76;8:45  am] 


{Docket  Noe.  CI74-489;  CI74-490] 

BELCO  PETROLEUM  CORP. 

Order  Denying  Petition 

May  16.  1975. 

On  April  28,  1975,  Belco  Petroleum 
Corporation,  Agent  for  Belco  1972  Oil 
and  Oas  Fund,  Ltd.  (Petitioner)  filed  in 
Docket  Nos.  CI74-489  and  CI74-490  a 
petition  to  effect  relief  from  the  con¬ 
ditions  imposed  by  ordering  paragraph 
(Q)  of  the  order  issued  in  the  subject 
dockets  on  May  9,  1974,  so  as  to  pennit 
Petitioner  to  increase  the  rate  charged 
for  natural  gas  sold  pursuant  to  authori¬ 
zation  issued  by  said  order  to  the  na¬ 
tionwide  rate  promulgated  by  I  2.56a  of 
the  Commission’s  General  Policy  and 
Interpretations  (18  CFR  2.56a),  all  as 
more  fully  set  forth  in  the  petition  in 
this  proceeding. 

’The  Commission,  in  the  May  9,  1974, 
order,  issued  18-month  limited-term 
certificates  to  Petitioner  to  sell  gas  for 
resale  in  interstate  commerce  to  El  Paso 
Natural  Oas  Company  (El  Paso)  from 
Eddy  and  Lea  Counties,  New  Mexico. 
’The  certificates  are  conditioned  upon  a 
rate  of  45  cents  per  Mcf  to  remain  in  ef¬ 
fect  for  the  term  of  the  authorization. 
Petitioner  states  it  commenced  deliver¬ 
ies  on  May  10, 1974. 

Petitioner  now  requests  the  Conm^- 
sion  to  permit  the  charging  of  the  na¬ 
tionwide  rate  prescribed  in  1 2.56a  as 
of  January  30.  1975,  when  Petitioner 
submitted  notices  of  change  in  rate  for 
the  subject  sales. 

Petitioner  asserts  that  the  contractual 
rate  for  the  subject  sales  was  originally 
55  cents  per  Mcf.  but  that  it  advised  the 
Commlssiim  of  its  willingness  to  accept 
a  rate  of  45  cents  per  Mcf.  the  price  level 
at  which  the  Commlsdon  was  issuing 
limited-term  certificates  without  formal 
hearings  at  the  time  the  applications 
were  filed.  Petitioner  malntiUns  that, 
when  the  contracts  were  amended  to 
provide  for  the  45-cent  rate.  It  agreed 
with  El  Paso  that  such  a  price  would  be 
subject  to  escalation  in  the  event  the 
Commission  established  a  higher  Just 
and  reasonable  nationwide  rate  that 
would  be  applicable  to  sales  of  the  sub¬ 
ject  gas.  Petitioner  submitted  notices  of 
change  in  rate  on  January  30,  1975.  ’The 
notices  were  rejected  by  letter  dated 
March  4,  1975. 
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Petitioner  states  that  the  subject  gas 
qualifies  as  “new  gas”  within  the  mean¬ 
ing  of  §  2.56a  because  it  is  being  pro¬ 
duced  from  wells  commenced  after  Janu¬ 
ary  1,  1973,  and  the  gas  was  not  sold  in 
interstate  commerce  previous  to  that 
date.  Petitioner  asserts  that  it  has  a  con¬ 
tractual  right  to  the  naticmwlde  Just  and 
reasonable  rate  of  51  cents  per  Mcf  plus 
adjustments.  Petitioner  fuller  asserts 
that  it  could  not  have  been  known  at  the 
time  it  agreed  to  accept  certificates  at 
the  45-cent  rate  that  the  Commission 
would  have  tiltimately  foimd  the  Just  and 
reasonable  nationwide  rate  to  be  in  ex¬ 
cess  of  45  cents.  Petitioner  urges  that  it 
is  neither  Just  nor  reasonable  to  invoke 
the  condition  Inserted  by  the  Commis- 
siem  in  ordering  paragraph  (G)  of  the 
May  9,  1974,  order  so  as  to  deny  Peti¬ 
tioner  its  contractual  right  to  sell  gas  at 
the  Just  and  reasonable  nationwide  rate 
for  new  gas.  Petitioner  further  states 
that  this  is  all  the  more  true  in  light  of 
the  fact  that  Petitioner  specifically  bar¬ 
gained  for  the  contractual  provision  pro¬ 
viding  for  such  Increase  in  price  in  re¬ 
turn  for  a4P?eeing  to  commence  sales  at 
a  price  10  cents  below  the  original  con¬ 
tract  price. 

To  grant  petitioner’s  motion  would  be 
Inconsistent  with  the  concept  of  the  lim¬ 
ited-term  certificate  program.  Producers 
granted  such  certificates  have  been  per¬ 
mitted  to  sell  gas  for  specific  periods 
with  pre-granted  abandonment  authori¬ 
zation  at  above-ceiling  prices  to  help 
alleviate  purchasers’  need  for  gas.  Such 
producers  were  not  required  to  demon¬ 
strate  cost  support  for  such  above-ceiling 
rates  or  to  obtain  abandonment  authori¬ 
zation  upon  the  expiration  of  the  agreed- 
upon  term. 

The  May  9, 1974,  order  is  quite  explicit 
in  its  conditions  and  the  Commission 
fails  to  see  how  ordering  paragraph  (G) 
can  be  Interpreted  other  than  by  its  plain 
language,  nor  does  the  Cemunission  per¬ 
ceive  any  reason  for  altering  the  condi- 
ti(ms  Imposed  by  the  May  9,  1974,  order. 
Petitioner,  furthermore,  has  had  th4 
benefit  of  the  above-ceiling  price  for  sev¬ 
eral  months,  which  has  served  to  obviate 
any  alleged  unfair  treatment  of  Peti¬ 
tioner  by  its  loss  of  the  right  to  charge 
the  nationwide  rate.  By  commencing  de¬ 
liveries  under  the  certificate  authoriza¬ 
tion,  Petitioner  accepted  all  conditions 
of  the  certificate  notwithstanding  con¬ 
tract  provisions  that  may  have  been  in¬ 
consistent  with  said  conditions.  Peti¬ 
tioner  may  not  complain  after  such  ac¬ 
ceptance  that  it  desired  other  terms  than 
were  provided  for  in  the  certificate. 

The  Commission  finds:  No  good  cause 
exists  to  modify  the  order  issued  May  9, 
1974,  in  Docket  Nos.  CT74-489  and  CI74- 
490. 

The  ComnUssion  orders:  Petitioner’s 
petition  in  the  Instant  docket  is  denied. 

By  the  Commlsslcm. 

[seal]  ELemneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(FB  DOC.76-1S651  FUmI  5-23-78:8:48  am] 
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NOTICES 


lOockAt  No.  CP74-S34] 

CITIES  SERVICE  GAS  CO. 
Amendment  to  Application 

Mat  16, 1975. 

Take  notice  that  cm  April  30,  1975, 
Cities  Service  Oas  Company  (Applicant) , 
P.O.  Box  25128,  Oklahoma  City,  Okla¬ 
homa  73125,  filed  in  Docket  No.  CT*74- 
324  an  amendment  to  its  application  filed 
in  the  subject  docket  pursuant  to  section 
7  (b)  and  (c)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  for 
a  certificate  of  public  convenience  and 
necessity  authorizing  the  relcxsation  and 
operation  of  certain  facilities  and  for  an 
order  permitting  and  approving  the 
abandonment  of  certain  facilities  and 
service  cm  its  transmission  system,  all  as 
more  fully  set  forth  in  the  amendment 
which  is  on  file  with  the  Commission  and 
open  to  public  inspection. 

pi  its  application  in  this  proceeding 
Applicant  sought  authorization  to  aban¬ 
don  certain  facilities  and  to  construct 
and  operate  replacement  facilities  with 
regard  to  8  separate  projects.  By  order 
issued  April  1, 1975,  in  the  subject  docket 
projects  1  through  7  were  authorized.  By 
notice  issued  March  3,  1975,  proceedings 
relative  to  project  8  were  deferred  pend¬ 
ing  the  filing  of  the  instant  amendment 
and  Commission  action  thereon. 

As  project  8,  Applicant  proposes  to 
abandon  by  reclaim  approximately  7.2 
miles  of  20-inch  gas  pipeline  and  to  re¬ 
locate  measuring  facilities  for  Garvey 
International,  Inc.,  in  Applicant’s  Pampa 
20-inch  pipeline  located  in  Sedgwick 
County,  Kansas. 

Applicant  states  that  the  facilities 
which  it  proposes  to  abandon  by  reclaim 
are  no  longer  required  for  the  operation 
of  Applicant’s  pipeline  system,  are  ob¬ 
solete  in  view  of  the  cmerational  require¬ 
ments  and  can  no  longer  be  economically 
operated  and  maintained. 

Applicant  scteks  authority  to  discon¬ 
tinue  gas  deliveries  to  The  Gas  Service 
Ccxnpany  for  resale  to  three  dcmiestic 
consumers  served  from  the  section  of  its 
Pampta  20-inch  pipeline  which  it  pro¬ 
poses  to  abandon.  Service  would  be  ter¬ 
minated  60  days  after  the  date  of  the 
Commission  order  approving  the  re¬ 
quested  abandonment.  Applicant  states 
that  three  rural  cust(»iers  affected  by 
the  proposed  absuidonment  have  been 
advised  of  the  proposed  termination  of 
service  and  notified  that  they  will  be  re¬ 
imbursed  for  the  actual  costs  of  conver¬ 
sion  to  propane  up  to  the  amoimt  of  $630. 

The  estimated  cost  of  constructing  the 
proposed  measuring  facilities  is  $750.  The 
estimated  salvage  value  of  the  measur¬ 
ing  facilities  is  $383  and  the  cost  of  re¬ 
moval  is  $140.  The  estimated  reclaim 
cost  for  the  proposed  abandonment  is 
$92,460,  and  the  estimated  salvage  value 
is  $122,020. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
Iietition  to  amend  should  on  or  before 
Jime  10, 1975,  file  with  the  Federal  Power 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a 
petltlcm  to  intervene  or  a  protest  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 


cedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the  reg¬ 
ulations  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (18 
CFR  157.10) .  All  protests  filed  with  the 
Commission  will  be  considered  by  it  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the  Pro¬ 
testants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party  to  a 
proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a  party  in 
any  hearing  thefein  must  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  in  accordance  with  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules.  Persons  who  have  hereto¬ 
fore  filed  petitions  to  intervene,  notices 
of  intervention  or  protests  to  the  grant¬ 
ing  of  the  application  in  this  proceeding 
need  not  file  again. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

|PB  Doc.75-13552  Piled  5-22-75:8:46  am) 


[Docket  Nos.  CI75-438;  0175-540) 

FOREST  OIL  CORP. 

Postponement  of  Hearing 

Mat  15,  1975. 

In  the  ma.tter  of  Coleve  Forest  Drilling 
Venture,  Forest  Oil  Corporation. 

On  May  14,  1975,  Staff  Coiuisel  filed 
a  motion  to  extend  the  procedural  dates 
fixed  by  order  issued  April  11, 1975,  in  the 
above-designated  matter. 

Upon  (xmsideration,  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  the  hearing  date  in  the  above 
matter  is  postponed  imtil  July  1,  1975,  at 
10:00  a.m.  (e.d.t.). 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.76-13553  Piled  5-22-76:8:45  am) 


(Docket  No.  RP75-91) 

CONSOLIDATED  GAS  SUPPLY  CORP. 

Order 

Mat  19,  1975. 

On  April  16,  1975,  Consolidated  Gas 
Supply  Corporation  (Consolidated)  filed 
in  the  above  captioned  docket  proposed 
chaiages  in  its  FE*C  Oas  Tariff,  Second 
Revised  Volume  No.  1  and  Original  Vol¬ 
ume  No.  2,^  with  a  proposed  effective  date 
of  June  1,  1975.  The  proposed  rate 
changes  would  increase  Consolidated’s 
revenues  from  jurisdictional  sales  and 
services  by  $20.5  million  annually  (3.6%) 
over  rates  effective  April  1,  1975,  based 
upon  the  twelve  months  ended  Decem- 
her  31, 1974,  adjusted  for  known  changes 
for  a  nine  month  period  through  Sep¬ 
tember  30,  1975.  Of  the  total  increase, 
$8.8  million  reflects  supplier  rate  in¬ 
creases. 

Consolidated  states  that  the  higher 
rates  are  required  to  recoup,  inter  alia, 
increased  transportation  costs  paid  to 
other  pipelines,  increased  cost  of  capital, 
and  an  increase  in  capital  expenditures, 
depreciation  expense  and  operating  costs. 


Second  Revised  Volume  No.  1:  Third  Re¬ 
vised  Sheet  No.  8,  Third  Revised  Sheet  No.  9: 
Oriffinal  Volume  No.  2;  Seventh  Revised  Sheet 
No.  272,  Fourth  Revised  Sheet  No.  272-A. 


The  increased  transportation  costs  re¬ 
sult  from  increases  in  transportation 
rates  pr(HX)6ed  by  Transcontinental  Gas 
Pipe  Line  Corporation  and  Texas  Eastern 
Transmission  Corporation  in  Docket  Nos. 
RP75-75  and  RP75-73,  respectively.  Both 
of  these  increases  are  proposed  to  be  ef¬ 
fective  on  May  1,  1975,  but  their  effec¬ 
tiveness  has  been  suspended  until  Octo¬ 
ber  1, 1975. 

The  proposed  rates  include  an  overall 
rate  of  return  of  10.50%  reflecting  a 
13.65%  return  on  common  equity  which 
represented  51  9%  of  capitalization  as  of 
December  31,  1974. 

Depreciation  of  transmission  facilities 
locat^  in  the  “Southern  States’’  area  of 
the  United  States  is  proposed  to  be 
changed  from  the  present  rate  of  4%  to 
a  unit  of  production  method. 

Consolidated  estimates  capital  expend¬ 
itures  of  about  $34  million  dollars,  of 
which  $22.4  million  would  be  for  produc¬ 
tion,  $4.0  million  for  storage,  and  $7.5 
million  for  transmission  facilities. 

Increased  operating  costs  include  in¬ 
creased  labor  and  material  costs,  in¬ 
creases  in  takes  other  than  income,  and 
a  higher  unit  cost  of  operation  of  Con¬ 
solidated’s  pipeline  system  due  to  the 
continuing  decline  in  Consolidated’s  gas 
supply  and  the  consequent  reduction  in 
annual  sales  volumes. 

The  claimed  deficiency  of  $20.5  million 
includes  $8.8  million  of  increases  in  pur¬ 
chased  gas  costs  estimated  to  become 
effective  during  the  nine  month  adjust¬ 
ment  period  although  they  are  recovera¬ 
ble  under  Consolidated’s  existing*  PGA 
clause. 

Consolidated  states  that  the  proposed 
rates  do  not  include  the  appropriate  sur¬ 
charge  or  surcharge  credit  as  provided  by 
its  PGA  clause.  Consolidated  states  that 
at  such  time  as  the  increased  rates  are  to 
become  effective.  Consolidated  will  make 
the  appropriate  filing  to  refiect  the  ap¬ 
plicable  surcharge  adjustment  in  effect 
at  that  time. 

Consolidated  states  that  it  will  submit 
studies  with  its  Statement  P  to  demon¬ 
strate  that  special  clrciunstances  exist  in 
accordance  with  S  2.16(a)  (4)  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  and  regulations  which 
justify  cost  of  service  treatment  for  Con¬ 
solidated’s  production  from  new  leases 
in  the  Appalachian  area. 

Consolidated  has  eliminated  full  cost 
accounting  for  unsuccessful  wells  on 
leases  acquired  after  October  7,  1969,  in 
the  Appalachian  area;  and  it  has  pro¬ 
vided  for  the  normalization  of  deferred 
taxes  relating  to  intangible  drilling  costs 
on  leases  acquired  prior  to  October  8, 
1969. 

Consolidated  states  that  the  total  cost 
of  service  wm  allocated  between  intra¬ 
state  and  Interstate  sales  and  services 
and  jurisdictional  costs  were  allocated  to 
the  GSS  rate  schedule  by  application  of 
the  method  of  Opinion  No.  703,  issued 
August  28,  1974,  in  Docket  No.  RP71-77. 

Consolidated  states  that  costs  allocated 
to  the  sales  for  resale  were  further  al¬ 
located  among  rate  zones  employing  the 
historical  revenue  method  of  allocation 
of  Opinion  No.  703.  Consolidated  states 
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that  allocated  zone  costs  were  func¬ 
tionalized  and  classified  In  accordance 
with  unmodified  Atlantic  Seaboard,  and 
sales  rates  designed  using  the  procedures 
followed  in  Consolidated’s  last  general 
rate  Increase  filing  In  Docket  No.  RP74- 
90. 

Consolidated  submitted  pro  forma 
tariff  sheets  containing  provisions  that 
would  authorize  it  to  Include  In  its  cur¬ 
rent  rates,  changes  In  rate  base  refiecting 
construction  work  In  progress  on  new 
supply  projects.  Consolidated  does  not 
propose  to  make  such  tariff  sheets  effec¬ 
tive  prior  to  a  Commission  order  approv¬ 
ing  them. 

Consolidated’s  April  16, 1975,  filing  was 
noticed  on  April  23,  1975,  with  protests 
and  petitions  to  intervene  due  on  or  be¬ 
fore  May  16,  1975.  Southern  'Her  Oas 
Corporation,  New  York  State  Electric  U 
Oas  Corporation,  *1710  Rochester  Oas  and 
Electric  Corporation  and  Peoples  Natural 
Oas  COTipany  filed  timely  petitions  to  in¬ 
tervene.  ITie  Public  Service  Commission 
of  West  Virginia  filed  a  timely  notice  of 
intervention. 

We  note  that  the  rate  design  included 
In  the  instant  filing  refiects  the  un¬ 
modified  Seaboard  method  of  cost  clas¬ 
sification  and  cost  allocation. 

In  Oplnlmi  No.  671,  we  expressed  our 
concern  over  the  worsening  gas  sui^ly 
situation  and  particularly  as  It  existed 
on  United’s  system.  Based  up<m  the 
record  In  that  case  we  concluded  that 
more  weight  should  be  given  to  annual 
use  of  United’s  pipdlne  system  than  is 
characteristic  of  the  immodlfied  Sea¬ 
board  methodology.  Therefore,  we  as¬ 
signed  75  percent  of  fixed  costs  to  the 
cmnmodlty  ccnnponent  of  two-part  rates 
and  to  the  straight-line  rates.  I^rt  of  our 
rationale  was  that  In  view  of  the  gas 
supply  shortage,  low  priority  usage 
should  be  discouraged  and  the  price  gap 
between  natural  gas  and  alternative  fuels 
In  the  Interruptible  Industrial  market 
should,  at  the  minimum,  be  narrowed. 

In  light  of  our  policy  of  considering 
ccmipetitlve  fuel  prices  in  setting  com¬ 
modity  rate  levels  and  of  the  present 
supply  and  market  conditions  on  the 
Consolidated  s3rstem.  all  parties  to  this 
proceeding  should  direct  their  attention, 
and  file  any  evidence  they  wish  to  sub¬ 
mit,  as  to  the  propriety  of  the  continued 
use  of  the  Seaboard  method  of  cost  clas¬ 
sification  and  allocation,  as  well  as  to  the 
propriety  of  Consolidated’s  rate  design 
proposed  herein.  Further,  we  urge  all 
parties  to  suggest  alternative  methods  of 
cost  classification,  allocation  and  rate 
design  which  they  believe  may  more 
closely  refiect  or  Implement  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  objectives  In  this  area.*  In  this  con¬ 
nection  we  refer  the  parties  to  our  recent 
rulemaking  Docket  No.  RM75-19  issued 
February  20, 1975. 

Our  review  of  Consolidated’s  filing  in¬ 
dicates  that  the  proposed  rates  have  not 
been  shown  to  be  just  and  reas<mable  and 


■  Ses:  Footnote  8  In  our  order  of  May  81. 
1974.  tn  CoHtmMa  Oas  Tranmtaaion,  et  at^ 
Docket  Nos.  BP74-8a  and  BP74-81. 


may  be  unjust,  imreasonable,  unduly  dis¬ 
criminatory  or  otherwise  unlawful.  We 
shall,  therefore,  accept  the  jxx^XMsed 
rates  for  filing,  suspend  their  effect  tor 
the  full  statutory  period,  and  set  the 
matter  for  hearing. 

The  Commission  finds:  (1)  It  Is  neces¬ 
sary  and  proper  in  the  public  Interest 
and  to  aid  in  the  enforcement  of  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Natural  Oas  Act  that  the 
Commlssi(xi  ^ter  upon  a  hearing  con¬ 
cerning  the  lawfulness  of  the  rates  and 
charges  contained  In  Consolidated’s  FPC 
Oas  Tariff,  as  proposed  to  be  amended 
by  Docket  No.  RP75-91,  and  that  the 
tariff  sheets  tendered  In  the  aforemen¬ 
tioned  docket  be  accepted  for  filing  and 
suspended  for  five  months. 

(2)  It  Is  desirable  and  In  the  public 
Interest  to  allow  the  above-named  peti- 
ticmers  to  intervene. 

The  Commission  orders:  (A)  Pending 
a  hearing  and  a  decision  thereon,  C(«- 
solldated’s  proposed  tariff  sheets  as  listed 
In  Footnote  1  of  this  order,  tendered  for 
filing  on  April  16,  1975,  are  hereby  ac¬ 
cepted  for  filing  and  suspended  for  the 
full  statutory  period  and  the  use  thereof 
deferred  until  November  1, 1975,  or  imtU 
such  time  as  they  are  made  effective  In 
the  manner  provided  In  the  Natural  Oas 
Act,  subject  to  refund. 

(B)  Pursuant  to  the  authority  of  the 
Natural  Oas  Act,  the  Commission’s  Rules 
of  Practice  and  Procedure,  and  the  Reg¬ 
ulations  \mder  the  Natural  Oas  Act,  a 
public  hearing  for  purposes  of  cross-ex- 
aminatlcm  concerning  the  lawfulness  and 
reasonableness  of  the  rates  and  charges 
in  CmisoUdated’s  FPC  Oas  Tariff,  as  pro¬ 
posed  to  be  amended  herein,  shall  be 
held  commencing  on  October  28. 1975,  at 
10:00  a.m..  ea.t..  In  a  hearing  room  of 
the  Federal  Power  Cmnmlsslon,  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  NE,,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426. 

(C)  On  or  before  September  3,  1975, 
the  Commission  Staff  shall  serve  Its  pre¬ 
pared  testimony  and  exhibits.  Any  in¬ 
tervener  evidence  shall  be  filed  on  or 
before  September  24,  1975.  Any  rebuttal 
evidence  by  the  cmnpcuiy  shnJi  be  served 
on  or  bef(x%  October  15. 1975. 

(D)  A  Presiding  Administrative  Law 
Judge  to  be  designated  by  the  Chief  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Law  Judge  for  that  purpose 
(See  Delegation  of  Authority,  18  CFR 
3.5(d) ) ,  shall  preside  at  the  hearing  in 
this  proceeding,  shall  prescribe  relevant 
procedural  matters  not  hraein  provided, 
and  shall  ccmtrol  this  proceeding  In  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  Percies  expressed  in 
§  2.59  of  the  Commlsslcm’s  Rules  of  Prac¬ 
tice  and  Procedure. 

(E)  The  above-named  petitioners  are 
hereby  permitted  to  Intervene  in  these 
proceedings  subject  to  the  rules  and 
regulations  of  the  Commission:  Provided, 
however,  that  participation  of  such  In- 
tervenors  shall  be  limited  to  matters 
affecting  asserted  rights  and  toterests  as 
specifically  set  forth  In  their  petitions 
to  Intervene  and  Provided,  further, 

the  admission  of  such  Intervenors  shall 
not  be  construed  as  recofipiltlon  by  the 
Commission  that  they  mle^t  be  aggrieved 


because  of  any  order  or  orders  of  the 
Commission  entered  in  this  proceeding. 

(F)  The  Secretary  shall  cause  prompt 
publication  of  this  order  in  the  Fcdzral 
RsGisTza. 

By  the  Commission. 

[SEAL]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.75-13564  PUed  5-22-76:8:46  am] 


[Docket  Noe.  CP65-393;  CI65-584] 

FLORIDA  GAS  TRANSMISSION  CO. 

Order  To  Show  Cause 

May  16,  1975. 

From  the  presentation  In  Sea  Robin 
Pipeline  Company,  Docket  No.  CP72-119, 
It  i^pears  that  a  question  arises  as  to 
whether  the  transportation  of  gas  by 
Florida  Oas  Transmission  Company 
(Florida  Oas)  for  Florida  Power  and 
Light  Company  (Florida  Power)  au¬ 
thorized  in  Docket  No.  CP65-393  should 
be  continued,  limited  or  amended.  A 
similar  question  arises  as  to  the  sale  of 
gas  by  Amoco  Production  Company 
(Amoco)  to  Florida  Oas  authorized  in 
Docket  No.  C7I65-584.  Florida  Oas  and 
Amoco  will  be  required  to  show  cause 
why  their  aforesaid  authorizations  to 
sell  or  transport  gas  should  not  be 
amended,  limited  or  otherwise  modified, 
and  Florida  Power  will  be  accorded  the 
opportunity  to  be  heard  thereon. 

The  Commission  orders:  (A)  Amoco 
and  Florida  Oas  shall  show  cause  within 
20  days  of  this  order  why  the  authoriza¬ 
tion  of  Amoco  In  Docket  No.  CI65-584  to 
sell  gas  to  Florida  Oas,  and  the  author¬ 
ization  of  Florida  Oas  in  Docket  No. 
CP65-393  to  transport  gas  to  Florida 
Power,  should  not  be  amended,  limited, 
or  otherwise  modified. 

(B)  Florida  Power  shall  be  served  with 
a  copy  of  this  order. 

By  the  Commission. 

[SEAL]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(FB  Doc.76-13566  Filed  6-22-76;8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  0176-660] 

McCulloch  oil  corp. 

Order 

Mat  19,  1975. 

On  March  21. 1975,  McCulloch  OU  Cor¬ 
poration  (McCulloch)  filed  an  applica¬ 
tion  pursuant  to  section  7  of  the  Natural 
Gas  Act  and  Opinion  No.  699-H  for  a 
sale  to  Northern  Natural  Oas  Company 
(Northern)  from  the  C^on  Field,  Ellis 
County,  Coahoma,  at  an  initial  rate  of 
70  cents  per  Mcf  with  one  cent  per  Mcf 
escalation  every  five  years  and  upward 
and  downward  Btu  adjustment.  The  pro¬ 
posed  initial  rate  exceeds  the  Just  and 
reasonable  nationwide  rate  set  in  Opin¬ 
ion  No.  e99-H.  Tills  sale  is  intended  to  be 
made  under  a  March  19,  1975  amend¬ 
ment  to  the  base  Novonber  5,  1974  con¬ 
tract  with  Northern. 
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In  addition  to  its  application  for  a 
permanent  certificate  for  the  proposed 
rate,  McCulloch  also  requests  authoriza¬ 
tion  to  begin  the  sale  immediately  at  the 
contract  rate  with  the  provision  that 
should  the  Commission  later  determine 
the  just  and  reasonable  rate  for  this  sale 
to  be  below  the  contract  rate,  the  differ¬ 
ence  will  be  refunded  to  Northern  out  of 
future  production. 

The  McCulloch  application,  because 
the  contract  price  is  above  the  nation¬ 
wide  ceiling,  miist  be  viewed  as  a  petition 
for  specisd  relief  pursuant  to  i  2.56a(g) 
of  the  Commission’s  regulations,  which 
provides  that  a  seller  cannot  file  for  a 
rate  in  excess  of  the  national  rate  with¬ 
out  the  permission  of  the  Commission, 
said  permission  to  be  based  on  a  full  Jris- 
tification  of  the  need  for  the  excess 
amount.  The  Commission  does  not  have 
before  it  at  this  time  information  suffl- 
<dent  to  make  the  determinatitm  required 
under  §  2.56a(g>.  It  is  necessary,  there¬ 
fore,  to  set  this  matter  for  hearing,  and 
for  this  reason,  the  request  for  temporary 
authorization  to  begin  sales  at  the  con¬ 
tract  rate  pending  the  outcome  of  the 
petition  for  special  relief  should  be 
denied. 

In  Opinion  No.  713 '  we  granted  an  ap- 
Idication  under  i  2.75  filed  by  McCulloch 
cm  behalf  oi  Itself  as  general  partner  and 
for  certain  limited  partnerships.  TThe 
s^ers  were  authoriaed  to  collect  an  ini¬ 
tial  rate  (tf'45.5  cents  per  Mcf  from 
Northern  pursuant  to  a  December  27, 
1972  cxmtraet  for  production  from  two 
wdls  located  In  the  Olscm  FMd.  As  sup¬ 
port  for  this  triplication  McCulloch  sub¬ 
mitted  protect  cost  evidence  that  in- 
clixled  certain  elements  of  cost  p^tain- 
ing  to  the  entire  Olson  Prospect,  rather 
than  just  the  costs  incurred  with  respect 
to  the  two  successful  wells.  The  Commis¬ 
sion  relied  upon  this  presentation  in  ap¬ 
proving  the  certificate  granted  in  Opinion 
No.  713.  In  its  instant  petition,  however, 
McCulloch  states  that  the  wells  that  are 
the  subject  of  its  petition  are  an  ext^- 
sion  of  the  development  of  the  Olson 
Field  that  was  begun  pursuant  to  the 
1972  contract  with  Northern  that  was 
approved  in  Opinion  No.  713.  Necessarily, 
therefore,  there  is  some  overlap  in  the 
cost  presentation  that  was  made  to  justify 
the  result  in  Opinion  No.  713  and  that 
must  be  made  to  justify  the  70  cents  per 
Mcf  initial  rate  proposed  by  the  McCul¬ 
loch  petitimi.  McCulloch  will  be  reqiiired 
to  eiqilore  this  issue,  whether  the  new 
wells  are  a  part  of  the  project  considered 
in  Opinkm  No.  713,  fully  at  the  hearing, 
with  Qiecifie  reference  to  (a)  what  costs 
that  would  ordinarily  be  attributable  to 
the  petition  for  special  rriief  but  have  al¬ 
ready  been  written  off  under  the  author¬ 
isation  granted  in  Opinion  No.  713,  and 
(b)  the  pufaUe  policy  questi<ms  involved 
in  McCulloch’s  piecemeal  developmait 
and  dedicatton  of  the  Olson  Prospect, 
noting  especially  the  difficulties  inhermt 


>  Opinion  Ko.  71S,  MeCuUocli  OU  Corpora¬ 
tion,  Docket  No.  0173-621,  Opinion  And  Order 
Granting  Certificate  Under  Optional  Proce¬ 
dure,  62  PPC  —  (Issued  November  26,  1974) . 


in  overlapping  cost  presentations  in 
different  and  succeeding  proceedings. 

It  was  our  understanding  as  expressed 
in  Opinion  No.  713,  that  the  Olson  Pros¬ 
pect  was  owned  jointly  by  McCulloch  as 
general  partner  and  the  certain  limited 
partnerships.  It  is  not  clear  from  the 
petition  whether  McCulloch  is  seating  to 
sell  only  its  individual  Interest  in  the  pro¬ 
duction  or  its  interest  plus  that  of  the 
other  interest  owners.  McCulloch  is 
directed  to  clarify  this  matter  in  its  evi¬ 
dence  to  be  submitted  at  the  hearing. 

Notice  of  the  petition  was  April  16, 
1975,  and  ai^ared  in  the  Fediral  Reg¬ 
ister  on  April  23,  1975,  at  40  FR  17881. 
A  petition  to  inteiwene  in  sui^xirt  of  the 
application  was  filed  by  Northern  on 
April  28.  1975. 

The  Commission  finds  :^(1)  It  is  neces¬ 
sary  and  in  the  public  interest  that  the 
above-docketed  proceeding  be  set  for 
hearing. 

(2)  Good  caiBe  exists  to  permit  the 
intervention  of  Northern. 

The  Commission  orders:  (A)  ’The  re¬ 
quest  of  McCMloch  for  temporary  au¬ 
thorization  to  immediately  commence 
the  proposed  sale  at  the  crmtract  rate 
pending  the  final  determination  of  the 
applicable  just  and  reasonable  rate  is 
denied. 

(B)  Pursuant  to  the  authority  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act,  particularly  sections  4, 
5,  14,  and  16  theiwf,  the  Commission’s 
rules  of  lattice  and  procedure,  and  the 
regulations  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
(18  CFR,  Chapter  I).  Docket  No.  CT75- 
559  is  set  for  the  purpose  of  hearing  and 
disposition. 

(C)  A  public  hearing  cm  the  issues  pre¬ 
sented  by  the  application  herein  shall  be 
held  commend:^  on  June  17. 1975,  at  10 
a.m.  (e.d.t.)  In  a  hearing  room  of  the 
Federal  Power  Commission,  825  North 
Capitol  Street,  NE.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20426. 

(D)  A  Presiding  Administrative  Law 
Judge  to  be  designated  by  the  (Thief  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Law  Judge  for  that  purpose 
(See  Delegation  of  Authority,  18  (TFR  3.5 
(d) ) ,  shall  preside  at  the  hearing  in  this 
proceeding  pursuant  to  the  Cmnmlsskm’s 
rules  of  practice  and  procedure. 

(E)  McChilloch  and  any  intenrenor  in 
support  of  the  petition  shall  file  their 
direct  testimony  and  evidence  on  or 
before  May  80,  1975.  All  testimony  and 
evidence  shall  be  served  upon  the  Presid¬ 
ing  Administrative  Law  Judge,  the  Com¬ 
mission  Staff,  and  all  parties  to  tills 
proceeding. 

(F)  The  (Tommlsslon  Staff  and  all 
interveners  opposing  the  application 

file  their  direct  testimony  and  evi¬ 
dence  on  a  date  to  be  fixed  by  the  Ad- 
rainlstratlTe  Law  Judge.  AH  such  testi¬ 
mony  and  evidence  shall  be  served  upon 
the  Administrative  Law  Judge,  and  all 
other  parties  to  this  proceeding. 

(G)  All  rebuttal  testimony  and  evi¬ 
dence  be  served  on  a  date  to  be 
fiYPrt  by  thp  Administrative  Law  Judge. 
All  parties  submitting  rebuttal  testimociy 
and  evidence  shall  serve  such  testimony 
and  evidence  upon  the  Administrative 


Law  Judge,  the  Commission  Staff,  and 
all  other  parties  to  this  proceeding. 

(H)  The  above-named  petitioner  is 
permitted  to  intervene  in  this  proceed¬ 
ing  subject  to  the  Rules  and  Regulations 
of  the  Commissiem;  Provided,  however. 
That  the  participation  of  such  intervenmr 
shall  be  limited  to  matters  affecting  as¬ 
serted  rights  and  interests  as  specifically 
set  forth  in  said  petitiem  for  leave  to  in¬ 
tervene;  and  Provided,  further,  ’That  the 
admission  of  such  interest  shall  not  be 
ccHistrued  as  recognition  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion  that  it  might  be  aggrieved  because 
of  any  order  or  orders  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion  entered  in  this  proceeding;  and. 
Provided,  further.  That  such  Intervenor 
shall  accept  the  record  as  it  has  been 
established  in  this  proceeding  to  date. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-13556  FUefi  6-23-76;8:46  am) 


[Docket  No.  RP75-961 

MICHIGAN  WISCONSIN  PIPE  UNE  Ca 
Order 

May  19,  1975. 

On  April  30,  1975,  Mlchigan-Wiscon- 
sin  Pipe  Line  Company  (Mich-Wis) 
tendered  for  filing  proposed  changes  in 
its  FPC  Gas  Tariff,  Second  Revised  Vol¬ 
ume  No.  1  and  First  Revised  Volume  Nol 
2.*  ’The  prcH^osed  changes,  Mich-Wis 
states,  will  result  in  increased  charges  to 
jurisdictional  customers  in  the  amount 
of  $65,992,505  per  year,  based  on  a  test 
period  of  12  months  ended  January  31. 
1975,  as  adjusted  for  known  and  measur¬ 
able  changes  through  October  31.  1975. 
Mich-Wis  requests  that  the  subject  in¬ 
crease  be  permitted  to  become  effective 
on  June  1.  1975. 

Public  notice  of  Mich-Wis’  filing  was 
issued  cm  May  8.  1975.  with  comments. 
EHTOtests  and  petitions  to  intervene  due  on 
or  before  May  21.  1975. 

Mich-Wis  contends  that  the  increased 
charges  contained  in  the  instant  filing 
are  necessitated  by  an  increased  cost  of 
ciq;dtal,  an  increased  depreciation  rate, 
increased  costs  associated  with  the  ac- 
quisitioB  of  gas  supplies,  a  reduction  in 
sales,  and  increased  costs  of  labor,  sup- 
iHies  and  other  operation  expenses.  The 
proposed  increase  repuresents  an  overall 
rate  of  return  of  10.75  per  cent,  includ¬ 
ing  return  on  common  equity  of  13.7 
per  cent,  according  to  the  company. 

Mich-Wis’  filing  reflects,  inter  alia,  tlie 
sum  of  $11,266,490  representing  interest 
reimbursement  to  producers  under  the 
category  of  "Adjustments  to  Actual  Op¬ 
erating  Expenses.”  ’ITie  (Tommlssion  has 


^  The  proposed  revision  to  Second  Revised 
Volume  No.  1  is  designated  Tenth  Revised 
Sheet  No».  27F.  Tha  proposed  revisions  to 
First  Revised  Volume  No.  2  are  designated 
Sixth  Revised  Sheet  Nos.  92, 110, 129,  and  130; 
Fifth  Revised  Sheet  Nos.  141,  142,  and  171; 
Third  Bevlsed  Sheet  Noe.  214  and  216;  Sec¬ 
ond  Revised  Sheet  Noa.  231.  232.  297,  816. 
and  399;  and  Pint  Bevlacd  Sheet  Noa.  420 
and  421. 
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allowed  payments  to  producers  before 
delivery  of  gas,  but  only  under  certain, 
prescribed  conditions.*  The  payments 
which  Mlch-Wls  has  included  In  the  in¬ 
stant  filing  do  not  meet  the  reauirements 
of  our  advance  payment  regulations  and 
accordingly  must  be  rejected.*  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  our  advance  payment  programs 
has  been  to  assist  the  producers  In  cap¬ 
ital  formation  In  order  to  stimulate  ex¬ 
ploration,  development,  and  production 
for  the  Interstate  market.  (Order  No.  441, 
46  FPC  1178  at  1180).  These  programs 
are  not  Intended  to  provide  that  Jxiris- 
dictlonal  rate  payers  pay  Interest 
through  pipeline  rates  on  capital  which 
the  producer  Is  demonstrably  able  to  ac¬ 
quire.  It  is  apparent  by  the  nature  of 
these  agreements  that  the  producers  do 
have  the  ability  to  acquire  the  capital 
associated  with  the  projects.  Therefore, 
Mlch-Wls’  proposed  rate  treatment  of 
these  interest  reimbursement  payments 
to  ixroducers  must  be  rejected  as  Incon¬ 
sistent  with  the  requirements  and  Intent 
of  our  outstanding  advance  payment 
rulemaking  orders.  Further,  we  believe 
it  more  appropriate  to  consider  the  via¬ 
bility  of  such  proposals  In  the  context  of 
any  future  nilemaklng  extending  the 
present  advance  payment  program. 

Based  on  our  review  of  Mich-Wis’  pro¬ 
posed  rate  increases,  including  the  docu¬ 
ments,  Information  and  studies  sub¬ 
mitted  therewith  as  required  by  the 
Commission’s  regulations,  we  find  that 
the  requested  increase  may  be  excessive 
or  otherwise  unlawful  imder  the  Natural 
Oas  Act.  Accordingly,  we  shall  suspend 
the  use  of  the  proposed  rates  for  five 
months  until  November  1,  1975,  subject 
to  the  terms  and  conditions  of  this  order. 

We  note  that  the  rate  design  included 
In  the  instant  filing  reflects  the  unmod¬ 
ified  Seaboard  method  of  cost  classifica¬ 
tion  and  cost  allocation. 

In  Opinion  No.  671  we  expressed  our 
concern  over  the  worsening  gas  supply 
situation  and  particularly  as  it  existed  on 
United’s  system.  Based  upon  the  record 
in  that  case  we  concluded  that  more 
weight  should  be  given  to  annual  use  of 
United’s  pipeline  system  than  is  charac¬ 
teristic  of  the  unmodified  Seaboard 
methodology.  Therefore,  we  assigned  75 
percent  of  fixed  costs  to  the  commodity 
component  of  two-part  rates  and  to  the 
straight-line  rates.  Part  of  our  rationale 
was  that  in  view  of  the  gas  supply  short¬ 
age,  low  priority  usage  should  be  dis¬ 
couraged  and  the  price  gap  between  nat- 
tiral  gas  and  alternative  fuels  in  the  In- 
terruptiUe  industrial  mark^  should,  at 
the  minimum,  be  narrowed. 

In  light  of  our  policy  of  considering 
competitive  fuel  prices  in  setting  com¬ 
modity  rate  levels  and  of  the  present 
suiH>ly  and  market  (xmdltlons  on  the 
Ml(h-Wl8  system,  all  parties  to  this  pro¬ 
ceeding  should  direct  their  attention,  and 
file  any  evidence  they  wish  to  submit,  as 
to  the  propriety  of  the  continued  use  of 
the  Seaboard  method  of  cost  dasslfica- 


■  Order  Nos.  410,  410-A,  441,  465.  489. 

•8se  Accounts  165  and  166  Sa  Part  301  of 
the  Oommlsslonh  Regulations  Under  the 
Natusal  Oas  Act. 


tion  and  allocation,  as  well  as  to  the  pro¬ 
priety  of  Mich-Wls’  rate  design  proposed 
herein.  Further,  we  urge  all  parties  to 
suggest  alternative  methods  of  cost  clas¬ 
sification^  allocation  and  rate  design 
which  they,  believe  may  more  closely  re¬ 
flect  or  implement  the  Commission’s  ob¬ 
jectives  in  this  area.*  In  this  connection 
we  refer  the  parties  to  our  recent  rule- 
making  Docket  No.  RM75-19  Issued  Feb¬ 
ruary  20, 1975. 

We  note  that  Mich-Wis  has  included 
in  the  tariff  sheets  proposed  herein  costs 
associated  with  $35.7  million  of  non-‘ 
certificated  storage  and  gathering  facil¬ 
ities.  Should  these  facilities  not  be  con¬ 
structed  and  in  service  by  the  end  of  the 
suspension  period  ordered  herein,  we 
shall  require  Mich-Wis  to  amend  its 
filing  to  reflect  exclusion  of  these  costs. 

We  note  further  that  Mich-Wis  has  in¬ 
cluded  in  the  tariff  sheets  proposed  here¬ 
in  approximately  $46.4  million  of  Con¬ 
struction  Work  in  Progress  (CWIP)  as  a 
rate  base  item.  While  there  is  currently 
pending  a  proposed  rulemaking  which,  if 
adopted,  would  permit  Inclusion  in  rate 
base  of  certain  amounts  expended  for 
CWIP,*  our  presently-existing  regula¬ 
tions  specifically  exclude  from  rate  base 
plant  in  process  of  construction.*  There¬ 
fore,  we  shall  provide  that  if  the  facilities 
presently  represented  by  such  CWIP 
amounts  are  not  certificated  and  in  serv¬ 
ice  on  the  date  the  proposed  rates  take 
effect,  subject  to  refimd,  Mich-Wis  shall 
file  substitute  tariff  sheets  including  rates 
which  reflect  only  those  facilities  which 
are  certlflcated  and  in  service  as  of  that 
date. 

The  Commission  finds:  (1)  It  is  nec¬ 
essary  and  proper  in  the  public  Interest 
and  to  aid  in  the  enforcement  of  the 
provisions  of  the  Natural  Oas  Act,  that 
the  Commission  enter  upon  a  hearing 
concerning  the  lawfulness  of  the  rates 
and  charges  contained  in  Mlch-Wls’  FPC 
Oas  Tariff,  as  proposed  to  be  amended  in 
Docket  No.  RP75-96,  and  that  the  ten¬ 
dered  tariff  sheets  be  accepted  for  filing 
as  hereinafter  conditioned  and  siaspended 
as  hereinafter  provided. 

(2)  Certain  portions  of  Mich-Wis’ pro¬ 
posed  filing  must  be  rejected  for  failure 
to  comply  with  Commission  regulations 
and  orders,  specifically,  those  portions 
which  reflect  the  $11,265,490  of  Interest 
reimbursement  pasonents  to  producers 
and  that  portion  representing  plant  that 
will  not  be  certificated  and  in  service 
before  November  1, 1975. 

The  Commission  orders:  (A)  Mich- 
Wis’  tariff  sheets  proffered  in  Docket  No. 
RP76-96  are  accepted  for  filing  and  sus¬ 
pended  for  the  full  statutory  period  of 
five  months  until  November  1,  1975,  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  terms  and  conditions  of  this 
order. 

(B)  Pursuant  to  the  authority  of  the 
Natural  Oas  Act,  particularly  sections  4 


*See:  Footnote  3  In  our  order  of  May  81, 
1974,  In  Columbia  Oas  Transmission,  at  al,. 
Docket  Noe.  BP74-63  and  BP74-81. 

■  See  “Notloe  of  Proposed  Rulemaking”,  le- 
■ued  November  15,  1974,  In  Docket  No. 

•  See  SMtton  154.68  (f)  (Schedule  0-1). 


and  5  Uiereof,  the  Commission’s  rules 
of  practice  and  procedure,  and  the  reg- 
ulatlons  under  the  Natural  Oas  Act  (18 
(7FR,  Chapter  I) ,  a  public  hearing  shall 
be  held  on  October  28,  1975,  at  10  a.m., 
prevailing  time,  in  a  hearing  room  of  the 
Federal  Power  Commission,  825  North 
Capitol  Street  NE..  Washington,  D.C. 
20426,  concerning  the  lawfulness  of  the 
rates,  charges,  classification,  and  services 
contained  in  Mich-Wis’  FPC  Oas  Tariff, 
as  proposed  to  be  amended  herein. 

(C)  On  or  before  September  16,  1975, 
the  Commission  Staff  shall  serve  its  pre¬ 
pared  testimony  and  exhibits.  Prepared 
testimony  and  exhibits  of  Intervenors 
shall  be  served  on  or  before  Septem¬ 
ber  30,  1975.  Company  rebuttal  shall  be 
served  October  14, 1975. 

(D)  A  Presiding  Administrative  Law 
Judge  to  be  designated  by  the  Chief  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Law  Judge  for  that  purpose 
(See  Delegation  of  Authority,  18  (TFR 
3.5(d)  >,  shall  preside  at  the  hearing  in 
this  proceeding,  shall  prescribe  necessary 
H?rocedures  not  provided  for  by  this  or¬ 
der,  and  shall  otherwise  conduct  the 
hearing  in  accordance  wih  the  terms  of 
this  order  and  the  Commission’s  rules 
and  regulations. 

(E)  Pending  hearing  and  a  decision 
thereon,  the  subject  tariff  sheets  tend¬ 
ered  by  Mich-Wis  are  suspended  for  five 
months,  the  use  thereof  deferred  until 
November  1.  1975,  or  imtll  such  further 
time  as  they  are  made  effective  in  the 
manner  prescribed  by  the  Natural  Oas 
Act,  subject  to  the  condition  that  before 
November  1,  1975,  Mich-Wis  shall  file 
substitute  rates  to  be  effective  Novem¬ 
ber  1,  1975,  reflecting  the  elimination 
from  its  proposed  rates  of  costs  associ¬ 
ated  with  the  $11,265,490  Interest  reim¬ 
bursement  payments  to  producers  re¬ 
flected  in  the  Instant  filing;  and  subject 
to  the  fmther  condition  that  before  No¬ 
vember  1,  1975.  Mlch-Wls  shall  file  sub¬ 
stitute  tariff  sheets  reflecting  exclusion 
of  costs  included  in  Mich-Wls’  proposed 
rates  which  are  associated  with  facilities 
which  have  not  been  certificated  and 
placed  in  service  as  of  November  1, 1975. 

(F)  The  Secretary  shall  cause  prompt 
publication  of  this  order  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

[SEAL]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.75-13557  Filed  5-22-76;8:45  am] 


{Docket  No.  RP75-e01 

NATURAL  GAS  PIPELINE  COMPANY  OF 
AMERICA 

Order  Denying  Petition  and  Granting 
Intervention 

Mat  16.  1975. 

On  April  15. 1975,  Natural  Oas  Pipeline 
Company  of  America  (Natural)  filed  a 
Petition  for  Order  Permitting  Periodic 
Adjustment  of  Rates  (Petition)  in  order 
that  Natural  be  able  to  recover  costs  as¬ 
sociated  with  payments  made  or  to  be 
made  to  Exxxhi  Company,  UJBA.  (Ex- 
xon).  These  payments  are  pursuant  to 
agreemoits  with  Exxon  and  relate  to  Ex- 
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xon’s  interest  in  gas  in  the  Prudhoe  Bay 
Area  and  Offshore  Gulf  of  Mexico. 

Notice  of  this  petition  was  issued  April 
21,  1975.  To  date,  various  petitions  to  in¬ 
tervene  and  notices  of  intervention  have 
been  filed,  either  supporting  the  petition . 
or  requesting  framal  hearing.* 

Natural’s  Agreements  provide  that 
Natural  shall  have  the  exclusive  right  to 
negotiate  for  purchase  of  20%  of  Elxxon’s 
interest  in  gas  reserves  in  the  Prudhoe 
Bay  Area  and  a  continuing  option  to  pur¬ 
chase  20%  to  40%  of  Exxon’s  interest  in 
gas  reserves  in  the  Gulf  of  Mexico.  As 
ccmsideration  for  this  right.  Natural  has 
agreed  to  make  semi-annual  payments  of 
the  interest  eigpense  Exxon  would  incur 
if  it  IxuTOwed  funds  to  finance  the  ex¬ 
ploration,  development  and  production 
costs  in  the  Prudhoe  Bay  and  Gulf  of 
Mexico  areas. 

With  regard  to  the  Gulf  of  Mexico 
area.  Natural  has  also  agreed  to  modify 
its  existing  gas  purchase  contracts  to  in¬ 
clude  excess  royalty,  deregulation,  na¬ 
tional  and  area  rate,  and  Btu  adjustment 
I»x>vlsions.  Exxon  has  further  agreed  to 
undertake  a  $4  million  work  pogram  in 
fields  cuiraitly  attached  to  Natural’s  sys¬ 
tem. 

Natural  seeks  to  reflect  the  payments 
to  Elxxon  by  a  soni-annual  adjustment 
to  its  rates  pursuant  to  tracking  provi- 
sicms  in  tariff  sheets  filed  together  with 
the  Petition.* 

Natural  asserts  that  this  proposal  is 
consistent  with  the  objectives  of  Order 
No.  499. 

However,  the  purpose  of  our  advance 
payment  p^pgrams  has  been  to  provide 
additional  capital  fm:  producers  In  order 
to  stimulate  exploration,  development, 
and  production  for  the  Interstate 
mstrket.*  ’These  programs  are  not  in¬ 
tended  to  provide  that  jurisdictional 
ratepayers  pay  Interest  throtigh  pipeline 
rates  on  csipital  which  the  producer  is 
demonstrab^  able  to  acquire.  It  Is  i^- 
parent  from  the  nature  of  these  agree¬ 
ments  that  Exxon  does  have  the  ability 
to  acquire  the  capital  associated  with 
these  projects.  ’Iherefore,  the  agree¬ 
ments  and  Northern’s  petition  are  not 
consistent  with  the  obj^tives  Order 
No.  499.  Further,  we  believe  it  more  ap¬ 
propriate  to  consider  the  viability  of  pro- 
possds  such  as  that  raised  by  the  Instant 
pleading  in  the  context  of  any  future 
rulemeddng  extending  the  present  ad¬ 
vance  payment  program.  We  shall,  ac¬ 
cordingly,  deny  the  petition  and  reject 
the  tendered  tariff  sheets. 

TTie  Commission  finds:  (1>  It  is  nec¬ 
essary  and  proper  in  the  public  interest 
and  in  the  administration  of  the  Natural 
Gsts  Act  that  Natural’s  petition  be  de¬ 
nied. 

(2)  Good  cause  exists  to  grant  the 
Intervention  of  the  above  named  peti¬ 
tioners. 

The  Commission  orders:  (A)  Natmal’s 
petition  in  the  instant  docket  is  herein 
denied. 


'Sm  Appgndtx  A. 

*  Originai  Shest  Noa.  148,  144  and  14&. 

*  Docket  No.  R-41I.  Order  ot  Clarlflcstlon 
and  Dental  of  Dehesrtng  or  BSodUlcatlon,  la- 
ewKl  Fetanwry  9T,  19TS. 


(B)  The  above  named  petitioners  are 
hereby  permitted  to  intervene. 

(C>  The  Secretary  shall  cause  prompt 
publication  of  this  order  in  the  Fxdxxal 

RSGlSTEa. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

Afpensix  a 

Northern  nilnois  Qas  Company 
lUlnois  Power  Company 
Peoples  Oaa  Light  and  Coke  Company  and 
North  Shore  Gas  Company 
Iowa  State  Commerce  Commission 

[PR  Doc.75-13571  Piled  5-22-75:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  CP75-16.  etc.] 

NATURAL  GAS  PIPELINE  COMPANY  OF 
AMERICA,  ET  AL 

Denial  of  Postponement  of  Conference 
Mat  16.  1975. 

In  the  matter  of  Natural  Gas  Pipeline 
Cwnpany  of  America,  Docket  No.  CP75- 
16;  Texas  Offshore  Pipeline  System,  Ihc., 
Docket  No.  CP75-81;  Amtex  Offshore 
Pipe  Line  Company,  Docket  No.  CP75- 
104. 

On  May  8,  1975,  the  Commission  gave 
Notice  of  the  ccmvenlng  of  a  public  In¬ 
formal  conference  on  May  22,  1975,  be¬ 
tween  Staff,  Applicants  and  persons  who 
have  filed  petitions  to  intervene  In  Docket 
Nos.  CP75-16,  CP75-81  and  CP75-104, 
which  involve  apparent  competitive  ap¬ 
plications,  to  explore  the  possibility  and 
feasibility  of  construction  of,  inter  alia, 
a  single  project  with  appropriate  trans¬ 
mission  arrangements  made  for  the  other 
AK>licants. 

By  letter  dated  May  14,  1975,  Natural 
Gas  Pipeline  Company  of  America  (Nat¬ 
ural)  requested  that  Ihe  Commission  de¬ 
lay  the  conference,  ostensibly  to  permit 
Natural  to  complete  an  unspecified  re- 
evaluation  of  its  programs  to  obtain  gas 
from  offshore  Texas.  In  response  to  Nat¬ 
ural’s  request,  Michigan  Wlsccmsin  Pipe 
Line  Company  filed  on  May  15,  1975,  its 
opposition  to  any  postpon^nent  of  the 
conference  based  upon  its  view  of  the 
iirgent  need  for  offshore  Texas  gas  and 
the  escalation  in  construction  costs  which 
would  accompany  further  delay. 

Upon  review  of  the  submissions  made 
to  the  Commission  as  well  as  the  facts 
imderlying  the  prompt  scheduling  of  the 
conference,  there  does  not  aiR)ear  to  be 
sufficient  cause  shown  In  Natural’s  re¬ 
quest  to  warrant  reversal  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  efforts  to  expedite  these  pro¬ 
ceedings.  Accordingly  no  good  cause  Is 
foimd  upon  which  to  grant  Natural’s  re¬ 
quest  for  delay  of  the  May  22,  1975,  pub¬ 
lic  informal  conference. 

It  should  be  noted  with  respect  to  the 
foregoing  that  the  purpose  of  the  public 
informal  conference  is  to  initiate  a  mean¬ 
ingful  dialogue  on,  among  other  issues, 
the  apparent  competitive  problems  in  this 
matter  and  that  such  timely  first  step  will 
not  foreclose  further  input  from  Natural 


on  its  current  offshore  ’Texas  program 
reevaluatlmi. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FB  DOC.75-13S68  Filed  5-22-76;8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  RP75-89] 

NORTHERN  NATURAL  GAS  CO. 

Order 

May  16.  1975. 

On  April  11,  1975,  Northern  Natural 
Gas  Company  (Northern)  tendered  for 
filing  proposed  changes  in  its  FPC  Gas 
Tariff.*  The  change  provides  for  an  aver¬ 
age  Increase  of  12.72^  per  Mcf,  for  an  an¬ 
nual  increase  in  jurisdictional  revenues  of 
$69,172,745  bas^  on  the  twelve  months 
ended  December  31;  1974,  as  adjusted. 

Notice  of  this  filing  was  issued  ^iril  18, 
1975,  with  comments,  protests,  or  peti¬ 
tions  to  intervene  due  on  or  before  May  1, 
1975.  Several  of  Northern’s  customers 
and  other  interested  parties  have  filed 
petitions  to  Intervene.*  Northern  re¬ 
quested  an  effective  date  of  May  27, 1975, 
1975,  for  the  proposed  Increase. 

Northern’s  increase  relates  to  sales  in 
Northern’s  principal  market  area  as  well 
as  to  field  sales  in  areas  south  of  its 
principal  market  area.  Northern  also  imto- 
poses  a  new  rate  schedule.  Rate  Sched¬ 
ule  E-1,  to  provide  for  sale  of  gas  to  cer¬ 
tain  gas  utility  customers  during  emer¬ 
gency  situations.  The  rates  for  this  serv¬ 
ice  are  based  on  rates  under  two  other 
rate  schedules,  the  Pipeline  Overrun  and 
the  Authorize  Overrun  Service,  plus 
59^  per  Mcf. 

The  proposed  increase  is  beksed  on 
diverse  factors,  including  increases  in  the 
-cost  of  new  gas  supplies.  Increases  in 
costs  of  certain  LNG  and  other  storage 
facilities,  loss  of  revalues  from  reduced 
interruptible  sales,  and  an  Increase  In 
the  overall  rate  of  return  and  in  the  an¬ 
nual  depredatkin  rate. 

Included  within  the  increase  in  the 
cost  of  obtaining  new  gas  supplies  are 
costs  associated  with  certain  agreements 
between  Northern  and  Exxon  Company. 
UBA.,  respecting  Exxon’s  interests  in 
gas  iif  the  Prudhoe  Bay  and  CKbbore 
Gulf  of  Mexico  areas.  ’These  agreements 
provide  that  Northern  make  interest  pay¬ 
ments  instead  of  SMlvance  pasunents. 
These  agreemoits  are  incMisistent  with 
the  piupose  of  our  advance  payments 
programs,  which  are  to  provide  needed 
capital  feu:  exploration,  development,  and 
production  for  the  interstate  market  and 
not  to  relieve  producers  of  interest  pay¬ 
ments  when  they  can  already  obtain  the 
capital.*  Furthermore,  we  believe  it  meure 
appropriate  to  consider  the  viability  of 
such  proposals  in  the  context  of  any 
future  rulemaking  extending  the  present 


*Elgbtli  Bevlscd  Sheet  No.  1,  Seventh  Re- 
vMed  Sheet  No.  4a,  Orlgtaal  Sheet  Na  4b, 
and  Original  Sheets  No.  45,  46,  47.  and  48  to 
Third  Revised  Volume  No.  1;  Seventh  Re¬ 
vised  Sheet  No.  Ic  to  Original  Volume  No.  2. 

*  See  Appendix  A. 

■Docket  No.  B-411,  Order  of  Clartflcatlon 
and  Denial  of  Rehearing  or  Modification. 
Issued  February  27,  1973. 
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advance  payment  program.  Accordingly, 
we  shall  accept  these  tariff  sheets  on  the 
condition  that  Northern  file  revised  tariff 
sheets  eliminating  the  impact  these 
costs. 

Northern  has  applied  the  entire  in¬ 
crease  herein  to  the  commodity  com¬ 
ponent  of  its  Jurisdictional  rates.  As  a  re- 
suK  of  this  application,  Northern  states 
that  75.2%  of  its  fixed  costs  will  be  re¬ 
covered  from  the  commodity  component 
of  its  rates,  with  the  remaining  24.8% 
of  fixed  costs  to  be  recovered  in  the  de¬ 
mand  component  of  the  rates.  We  believe 
that  the  parties  should  address  North¬ 
ern’s  proposed  rate  design,  as  well  as 
any  other  methods  of  rate  design,  in¬ 
cluding  our  proposal  related  to  End  Use 
Rate  Schedules*  to  provide  a  complete 
record  upon  which  our  decision  can  be 
made  in  this  regard. 

Rate  Schedule  E-1  provides  for  sales 
of  volumes  of  gas  not  otherwise  available 
under  Northern’s  other  rate  schedules. 
This  rate  schedule  is  for  service  which 
Northern  has  no  certificate  authority  to 
provide.  Accordingly,  we  shall  reject  the 
tendered  tariff  sheets  containing  Rate 
Schedule  E-1.* 

Northern’s  filing  also  includes  in  rate 
base  certain  amounts  of  construction 
work  in  progress.  These  amounts  relate 
in  part  to  facilities  for  which  a  certificate 
application  has  been  filed.*  §  154.63  of  our 
relations  require  that  facilities  must 
be  certificated  and  in  service  to  be  in¬ 
cluded  in  rate  base.  We  have  not  yet 
adopted  oiir  proposed  rulemaking,  notice 
of  which  was  Issued  in  Docket  No.  RM75- 
13  relating  to  the  inclusion  of  constmc- 
ticm  work  in  progress  in  rate  base.  We  ac¬ 
cordingly  provide  that  if  the  facilities 
Included  in  rate  base  are  not  certificated 
and  in  service  by  October  27, 1975,  North¬ 
ern  shall  file  revised  tariff  sheets  to  be¬ 
come  effective  October  27,  1975,  reflect¬ 
ing  the  elimination  of  these  amoimts 
from  its  rate  base. 

Our  review  of  the  changes  in  rates 
filed  herein  otherwise  Indicates  that  the 
proposed  rates  have  not  been  shown  to 
be  just  and  reasonable.  We  shall  there¬ 
fore  accept  those  sheets  for  filing  and 
suspend  them  for  the  full  statutory 
period,  when  they  will  be  permitted  to 
become  effective,  subject  to  refund.  We 
shall  also  provide  for  an  evidentiary 
hearing  to  test  the  lawfulness  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  rates. 

The  Commission  finds:  (1)  It  is  neces¬ 
sary  and  proper  in  the  public  interest 
and  to  aid  in  the  enforcement  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  to  enter  upon  a  hearing 
as  to  the  lawfulness  of  Northern’s  pro¬ 
posed  changes  as  accepted  and  condi¬ 
tioned  herein. 

(2)  ’The  proposed  changes  in  North¬ 
ern’s  PPC  Gas  Tariff  should  be  accepted 
for  filing  and  suspended  for  five  months, 
until  October  27,  1975,  or  until  they  are 
made  effective  in  the  manner  provided 


*  NoUoe  of  Proposed  Bulemaklng  wltii  Re¬ 
quest  for  Comments,  Docket  No.  RM75-19, 
Issued  February  90,  1976. 

•Sheet  Nos.  4b,  46.  40,  47,  and  48. 

•  Docket  Nos.  CP76-229  and  CP76-280. 

^  Issued  November  14,  1074. 


under  the  Natural  Gas  Act,  subject  to 
refimd,  all  as  ccmditioned  and  ordered 
herein. 

(3)  Good  cause  exists  to  permit  the  in¬ 
tervention  of  the  above  mentioned  pe¬ 
titioners. 

(4)  Good  cause  exists  to  reject  pro¬ 
posed  Rate  Schedule  £-1. 

(5)  Good  cause  exists  to  grant  waiver 
of  S  154.63(e)  (2)  (ii)  of  the  regulations 
as  hereinafter  ordered  and  conditioned. 

The  Commission  orders:  (A)  Pending 
hearing  and  decision  thereon.  Northern’s 
proposed  tariff  sheets  filed  in  the  instant 
docket  are  hereby  accepted  for  filing  and 
suspended  for  five  months  and  the  use 
thereof  deferred  imtil  October  27,  1975, 
or  until  such  time  as  they  are  made  ef¬ 
fective  in  the  manner  provided  in  the 
Natural  Gas  Act.  subject  to  refund,  all 
as  hereinafter  ordered  and  conditioned. 

(B)  Pursuant  to  the  authority  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act,  particularly  Sections 
4  and  5  thereof,  the  Commission’s  rules 
and  regulations  (18  CFR,  Chapter  I),  a 
hearing  for  purposes  of  cross  examina¬ 
tion  concerning  the  lawfulness  and  rea¬ 
sonableness  of  the  proposed  changes  in 
the  rates  and  charges  in  Northern’s  FE*C 
Gas  Tariff,  shall  be  held  on  October  21, 
1975,  at  10  ajn.,  e.d.t.  in  a  hearing  room 
of  the  Federal  Power  Commission,  ^25 
North  Capitol  Street,  NE.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426. 

(C)  On  or  before  September  9,  1975, 
the  Commission  Staff  shall  serve  its  pre¬ 
pared  testimony  and  exhibits.  Any  In- 
tervenor  testimony  and  exhibits  will  be 
served  on  or  before  September  23,  1975. 
Company  rebuttal  evidence,  if  any,  will 
be  served  on  or  before  October  7,  1975. 

(D)  A  Presiding  Administrative  Law 
Judge  to  be  designated  by  the  Chief  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Law  Judge  for  that  pur¬ 
pose  (See  Delegation  of  Authority,  18 
CFR  3.5(d) ).  shall  preside  at  the  hear¬ 
ing  in  this  proceeding  in  accordance  with 
the  policies  expressed  in  1 2.59  of  the 
Conunission’s  rules  of  practice  -and 
procedure. 

(E)  Within  thirty  days  of  the  issuance 
of  this  order.  Northern  shall  file  revised 
tariff  sheets  reflecting  elimination  of 
the  rate  effect  of  its  agreements  with 
Exxon,  U.S.A. 

(F)  Those  tariff  sheets  containing  Rate 
Schedule  E-1  are  hereby  rejected. 

(G)  The  subject  tariff  sheets  are  ac¬ 
cepted  for  filing  and  suspended  provided, 
however,  ’That  in  the  event  that  the  fa¬ 
cilities  included  in  rate  base  are  not  cer¬ 
tificated  and  in  service  by  October  27, 
1975,  Northern  shall  file  revised  tariff 
sheets  to  become  effective  October  27, 
1975,  reflecting  elimination  of  these 
amoimts  from  its  rate  base. 

(H)  Waiver  of  5  154.63(e)  (2)  (11)  is 
hereby  granted  subject  to  the  foregoing 
condition. 

(I)  The  above  mentioned  petitioners 
are  hereby  permitted  to  intervene  in  this 
proceeding,  subject  to  the  Rules  and 
Regulations  of  the  Commission;  Pro¬ 
vided,  however.  That  the  participation 
of  such  intervenors  shall  be  limited  to 
matters  affecting  the  rights  and  in¬ 
terests  specifically  set  forth  in  their  peti¬ 


tions  to  intervene;  and  Provided,  fur¬ 
ther,  That  the  admission  of  such  In¬ 
tervenors  shall  not  be  construed  as  rec¬ 
ognition  that  they,  or  any  of  them,  might 
be  aggrieved  because  of  any  order  or 
orders  Issued  by  the  (Tommis^n  in  this 
proceeding. 

(J)  The  Secretary  shall  cause  prompt 
publication  of  this  order  in  the  Fsderal 
Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

Appendix  A 

Iowa  Southern  Utilities  Company 
Northwestern  Public  Service  Company 
Ijake  Superior  District  Power  Company 
Metropolitan  Utilities  District  of  Omaha 
Michigan  Wisconsin  Pipe  Line  Company 
Northern  Illinois  Oas  Company 
Exxon  Corporation 

Central  Telephone  and  Utilities  Corporation 
lowa-niinols  Oas  and  Electric  Company 
Minnesota  Oas  Company 
Suburban  Rate  Authority 
City  of  Duluth,  Minnesota 
Superior  Water,  Light  and  Power  Company 
Terra  Chemicals,  International,  Inc. 
Farmland  Industries,  Inc. 

Northern  Municipal  Defense  Oroup  and 

Minnesota  Municipal  Utilities  Association 
North  Central  Public  Service  Company 

[PR  Doc.75-13572  Filed  6-22-76:8:45  am) 


[Docket  No.  RI75-116] 

NORTHEAST  BLANCO  DEVELOPMENT 
CORP. 

Order  Permitting  Movant  To  Become 
Co-Petitioner 

Mat  19, 1975. 

On  April  14,  1975,  Blackwood  ft 
Nichols  Co..  Ltd.  (Blackwood  &  Nichols) 
filed  a  motion  to  be  substituted,  insofar 
as  its  interest  is  concerned,  for  Northeast 
Blanco  Development  Corp.  (Blanco)  in 
the  captioned  proceedings.  By  assign¬ 
ment.  dated  March  24,  1975,  effective 
March  1, 1975,  Blanco  assigned  its  inter¬ 
est  in  certain  leases  covered  by  Blanco’s 
FPC  Gas  Rate  Schedule  No.  1,  which  are 
involved  in  this  proceeding,  to  Blackwood 
ft  Nichols. 

Consequently,  we  find  that  good  cause 
exists  to  allow  Blackwood  ft  Nichols  to 
become  a  co-petitioner  in  this  proceed¬ 
ing. 

The  Commission  orders:  Blackwood  ft 
Nichols  is  hereby  deemed  to  be  a  co- 
petitioner  in  Docket  No.  Rr75-166:  Pro¬ 
vided.  that  Blackwood  and  Nichols  shall 
take  the  record  in  this  proceeding  as  it 
now  stands. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-13559  FUed  5-22-75;8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  E-8888] 

OHIO  ELECTRIC  CO. 

Further  Extension  of  Procedural  Dates 
Mat  16,  1975. 

On  May  14,  1975,  Ohio  Electric  Com¬ 
pany  filed  a  motion  to  extend  the  proce- 
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dviral  dates  fixed  by  order  issued  Septem- 
ber  16, 1974,  as  most  recently  modified  by 
notice  Issued  May  2,  1975,  In  the  above- 
designated  matter.  ITie  motion  states 
that  the  pcurties  have  been  notified  and 
have  no  objection. 

Upon  ccmsideration,  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  the  procedural  dates  in  the 
above  matter  are  modified  as  follows: 

Service  of  Staff’s  Testimony,  May  27,  1975. 
Service  ot  Company  Rebuttal,  June  17,  1975. 
Hearing,  July  9,  1975  (10  a.m.  e.d.t.) . 

Kenneth  P.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.75-13560  Piled  5-22-75;8:45  am] 


[Docket  Nos.  E-8999:  £-9000;  £-9001] 

ORANGE  AND  ROCKLAND  UTILITIES,  INC. 
AND  ROCKLAND  ELECTRIC  CO. 

Further  Postponement  of  Hearing 

May  16,  1975. 

On  May  1,  1975,  the  Board  of.PuWic 
Works  in  the  Borough  of  Park  Ridge  filed 
a  moti(m  to  defer  the  hearing  date  fixed 
by  order  Issued  September  27,  1974,  as 
most  recently  modified  by  notice  Issued 
March  28,  1975,  in  the  above -designated 
matter.  On  May  15,  1975,  Staff  Counsel 
filed  a  motion  to  defer  all  procedural 
dates.  The  motions  state  that  the  par¬ 
ties  have  been  notified  and  have  no  ob¬ 
jection. 

Upon  consideration,  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  the  procedural  dates  in  the 
above  matter  are  modified  as  follows: 

Service  ot  Staff’s  Testimony,  June  3,  1975. 
Service  of  Intervenor’s  Testimony,  June  24, 
1976. 

Service  of  Conu>any  Rebuttal.  July  8,  1975. 
Hearing,  July  22,  1976,  (10:00  a.m.  e.d.t.). 

Kenneth  P.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-13561  Piled  5-22-76;8:46  am] 


[Docket  No.  CI75-656] 

PERMIAN  CORP. 

Application 

May  16, 1975. 

Take  notice  that  on  May  8,  1975,  The 
Permian  Corporation  (Applicant),  P.O. 
Box  1183,  Houston,  Texas  77001,  filed  in 
Docket  No.  cr75-656  an  application  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  7(b)  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Act  for  permission  and  approval  to 
abandcm  a  sale  of  natural  gas  in  inter¬ 
state  commerce  to  El  Paso  Natural  Cras 
Company  (El  Paso)  from  production  by 
Bill  J.  Graham  in  the  Susita  Pield, 
Crockett  County,  Texas,  all  as  more  fully 
set  forth  in  the  application  on  which  is 
on  file  with  the  Commission  and  opea 
to  public  Inspection. 

Applicant  proposes  to  abandon  the 
sale  of  gas  to  El  Paso  at  25  cents  per  Mcf 
(14.65  psia)  from  the  Susita  Field  which 
has  been  made  pursuant  to  Applicant’s 
FPC  Gas  Rate  Schedule  No.  3.*  Applicant 


1  Ab  otber  sales  of  gas  are  made  by  Appli¬ 
cant  pursuant  to  Its  FPC  Gas  Bate  Schedule 
No.  S,  tbe  proposed  abandonment  Is  a  partial 
abandcmment. 


shows  as  its  reason  for  the  proposed 
abandonment  that  its  gas  supplier  for 
the  subject  sale  to  El  Paso,  Bill  J.  Gra- 
hmn,  is  terminating  his  side  to  Appli¬ 
cant.*  The  application  indicates  that  Bill 
J.  Graham  is  abandoning  his  percentage- 
type  sale  to  Applicant  because  such  sale 
is  no  Icmger  economical. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should  on  or  before  June  11, 
1975,  file  with  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  pe¬ 
tition  to  intervene  or  a  protest  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  requir^ents  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10).  All  protests 
filed  with  the  Commission  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  by  it  in  determining  the  appropri¬ 
ate  action  to  be  taken  but  will  not  serve 
to  make  the  protestants  parties  to  the 
proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to  be¬ 
come  a  party  to  a  proceeding  or  to  parti¬ 
cipate  as  a  party  in  any  hearing  therein 
must  file  a  petition  to  intervene  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  Commission’s  iniles. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject 
to  the  juris^ction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  by  sections  7 
and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held  without 
further  notice  before  the  Commission  on 
this  application  if  no  petition  to  inter¬ 
vene  is  filed  within  the  time  required 
herein,  if  the  Commission  on  its  own  re¬ 
view  of  the  matter  finds  that  permission 
and  approval  for  the  proposed  aban¬ 
donment  are  required  by  the  public  con¬ 
venience  and  necessity.  If  a  petition  for 
leave  to  intervene  Is  timely  filed,  or  if 
the  Commission  on  its  own  motion  be¬ 
lieves  that  a  formal  hearing  is  required, 
further  notice  of  such  hearing  will  be 
duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  imless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.76-13662  Filed  5-22-76;8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  Cr7A-406] 

PHILUPS  PETROLEUM  CO. 

Notice  Denying  Deferral  of  Procedural 
Dates 

May  15, 1975. 

On  April  23, 1975,  Associated  Gas  Dis¬ 
tributors  (AGD)  filed  a  petition  for  leave 
to  intervene  out  of  time  and  a  request 
for  immediate  certification.  On  May  5, 
1975,  Phillips  Petroleum  Company  filed 
a  response  in  support  of  the  above  mo¬ 
tion  and  further  requested  the  proce¬ 
dural  dates  fixed  by  order  Issued  April  1, 
1975,  as  most  recently  modified  by  notice 


■  Notice  of  Bill  J.  Graham's  ig>pllcatlon  tax 
Docket  No.  CI7a-636  for  permission  and  ap¬ 
proval  to  abandon  his  sale  of  gas  to  Applicant 
was  iBStied  on  May  2.  1976. 


issued  April  21,  1975,  in  the  above- 
designated  matter,  be  deferred  pending 
Commission  action  on  the  above  motion. 

UJ>on  consideration,  the  request  that 
the  procedural  dates  be  deferred  Is 
denied.  Service  of  supporting  testimony 
remains  due  on  May  19,  1975,  and  the 
hearing  remains  scheduled  for  June  5, 
1975,  at  10  a.m.  (e.d.t.).  Other  pending 
motions  in  this  docket  remain  for  fur¬ 
ther  Commission  action. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

I  FR  Doc.75-13563  Filed  6-22-75;8:45  am] 


[Docket  Nos.  £-8586;  £-8587] 

PUBLIC  SERVICE  COMPANY  OF  INDIANA 
Order  Denying  Reconsideration 

May  16,  1975. 

On  April  16,  1975,  the  Indiana  Mu¬ 
nicipal  Electric  Association  and  24 
Cities  and  towns  in  the  State  of  Indi¬ 
ana  (collectively  the  IMEA  Cities) ,  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  313(a)  of  the  Federal 
Power  Act  and  §  1.34  of  our  regulations 
thereunder,  applied  for  rehearing  of  an 
order  issued  March  17,  1975,  in  the 
above-captioned  proceedings.  In  that  or¬ 
der  we  afiOrmed  the  ruling  of  the  Presid¬ 
ing  Administrative  Law  Judge  to  strike 
from  evidence  the  testimony  and  ex¬ 
hibits  of  IMEA  Cities’  witness  Professor 
John  M.  Kuhlman.  IMELA  Cities  request 
us,  upon  rehearing,  to  order  the  record 
in  these  proceedings  re-opened  for  the 
purpose  of  receiving  into  evidence  the 
subject  items  for  consideration  by  the 
Presiding  Judge  in  reaching  his  initial 
decision. 

Section  1.34  specifies  that  applications 
for  rehearing  must  relate  to  final  deci¬ 
sions  or  orders  of  the  Conunisslon.  The 
order  here  complained  of  Its  interlocu¬ 
tory  and  purely  procedural  in  nature. 
Accordingly,  we  must  dismiss  IMEA 
Cities’  application  for  rehearing  as  im- 
providently  taken.  Consistent  with  our 
established  practice  in  such  circum¬ 
stances,  however,  we  shall  treat  said  fil¬ 
ing  as  a  motion  for  reconsideration  of 
oiu-  March  17,  1975  order.  Pursuant  to 
S  1.12(c)  of  our  regulations,  we  therefore 
accept  for  consideration  the  responsive 
pleadings  filed  on  April  30,  1975  and 
May  1,  1975  by  the  Public  Service  Com¬ 
pany  of  Indiana  (PSCI)  and  the  Hoosier 
Energy  Division  of  the  Indiana  State¬ 
wide  Rural  Electric  Cooperative,  Inc. 
(Hoosier),  resptectlvely. 

PSCI  tendered  proposed  revisions  to  its 
munlck>al  tariff  <m  January  8,  1974. 
IMEA  Cities  petitioned  to  Intervene  in 
the  proceedings  on  January  28, 1974,  and 
requested  the  Conunissioh  to  reject  the 
proposed  increase  as  violative  of  the 
antitrust  laws  and  the  Federal  Power 
Act.  In  an  order  Issued  March  7,  1974, 
we  accepted  the  tendered  rate  Increase, 
suspended  it  for  five  months,  granted  In- 
terventUm  to  IMEA  Cities,  and  set  the 
matter  for  hearing.  With  respect  to 
IMEA  Cities,  we  noted  that  the  antlcmn- 
petltlve  alleiwtioBs  which  they  raised  in 
their  petition  had  arisen  frun  the  same 
factual  background  and  invcAved  tbe 
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same  parties  then  the  subject  of  proceed¬ 
ings  before  the  Commission  in  Docket 
Nos.  E-7638  and  E-7647.^  We  deemed  it 
advisable  to  avoid  duplicate  litigation  of 
the  antitrust  issues  and.  accordingly, 
ordered  them  removed  from  considera¬ 
tion  in  the  instant  proceedings. 

In  the  course  of  hearing,  IMEA  Cities 
produced  witness  Kuhlman,  whose  pre¬ 
pared  testimony  was  originally  tran¬ 
scribed  into  the  record  at  Tr.  1320-1344. 
In  his  presentation  he  made  reference  to 
two  interconnection  agreements  marked 
for  identification  as  Exhibits  34  and  35. 
These  are  described  in  detail  in  the  first 
footnote  in  omr  order  of  March  17,  1975. 
The  testimony  and  exhibits  were  chal¬ 
lenged  by  the  Commission  Staff,  PSCI, 
and  Hoosier.  After  considering  oral  com¬ 
ments  and  subsequently  filed  briefs  sup¬ 
porting  and  opposing  the  admissibility 
of  the  subject  evidence,  the  Presiding 
Judge  determined  to  strike  said  evidence 
in  accordance  with  our  March  7,  1974, 
severance  of  antitrust  issues  from  these 
proceedings.  Upon  review  of  his  certified 
ruling  in  this  regard,  we  upheld  the  re¬ 
sult,  although  we  based  our  decision 
upon  what  we  found  to  be  a  lack  of 
relevancy  in  the  subject  evidence. 

Upon  a  thorough  review  of  Professor 
Kuhlman’s  testimony,  and  after  having 
given  thorough  consideration  to  IMEA 
Cities’  application,  we  conclude  that  we 
must  deny  the  application  for  rehearing. 
Professor  Kuhlman’s  testimony  clearly 
presents  as  the  principal  issue  the  au¬ 
thority  of  the  Commission  to  establish 
hypothetical  rates  not  based  on  actual 
service.  Professor  Kuhlman’s  testimony 
puts  forth  the  issue  of  the  authority  of 
the  Commission  to  establish 

•  •  •  those  rates  which  would  have  pre¬ 
vailed  In  the  absence  of  such  antl-competl- 
tlve  practices  and  which  would  have  been  es¬ 
tablished  through  competitive  bargaining 
between  the  seller  of  bulk  power  and  the 
buyers  of  bulk  power  with  the  latter  having 
an  unlmpfdred  and  unrestricted  power  to 
exercise  their  alternatives.  (Professor  Kuhl¬ 
man’s  testimony  at  page  25.) 

We  stated  in  our  March  17, 1975  order, 
and  we  now  reaffirm  our  view,  that  the 
Federal  Power  Act  does  not  authorize  the 
Commission  to  establish  rates  for  service 
which  is  not  provided,  that  is  rates  for 
service  which  is  only  hypothetical  or 
speculative.*  Similarly  we  do  not  have 
the  authority  to  order  rate  reparations 
for  antitrust  violations,  if  foimd.  Claims 
for  any  damages  which  may  have  been 
incurred  by  IMEA  Cities  due  to  antitrust 
violations  must  be  pursued  in  the  ap¬ 
propriate  court  under  the  antitrust  laws. 

With  respect  to  future  relief  from  any 
anticompetitive  violations,  we  note,  as 
we  did  in  our  March  17, 1975  order,  that 
anticompetitive  issues  are  presently  the 


^  Currently  on  remand  to  the  Commission 
In  City  of  Huntingburg,  Indiana  v.  FJ*.C^ 
498  P.2d  778  (D.C.  Clr.  1974). 

*We  would  therefore  be  precluded  from 
fixing  as  the  rates  to  IMEA  Cities  those  rates 
which  Hoosier  would  have  charged  had 
Hoosier  been  able  and  willing  to  offer  serv¬ 
ice  to  IMEA  Cities  during  the  period  in  ques¬ 
tion. 


subject  of  our  consideration  in  Docket 
Nos.  E-7638  and  E-7647  involving  PSCI. 
We  intend  to  pursue  those  issues  in  that 
consolidated  proceeding. 

In  their  application  for  rehearing, 
however,  IMEA  Cities  present  a  new  ap¬ 
proach.  The  Cities,  in  arguing  that  the 
testimony  should  be  admitted,  state 

Just  as  the  rates  should  be  appropriately 
adjusted  under  Section  206  of  the  Act  when 
they  are  found  to  have  been  adversely  af¬ 
fected  by  antl-competltlve  factors,  a  filing 
imder  section  205  of  unduly  discriminatory 
rates  caused  by  antl-competltlve  factors  must 
likewise  be  remedied -as  of  the  date  the  In¬ 
creased  rates  were  first  placed  into  effect. ' 
(Cities’  application,  at  3) . 

Cities  further  state  that  the  Commis¬ 
sion  has  both  the  authority  and  the  obli¬ 
gation  to  consider  antitrust  allegations 
and  “to  make  its  remedy  effective  as  of 
the  date  the  rates  were  put  into  effect 
subject  to  refund”.  (Cities’  application, 
at  3). 

We  have  not,  and  do  not  here,  dispute 
this  argument.  We  have  not,  by  our  ac¬ 
tion  in  this  proceeding,  denied  our  au¬ 
thority  or  obligration  to  consider  anti¬ 
trust  allegations.  We  have  merely  found 
the  proper  forum  for  the  allegations  to 
be  another  pending  proceeding.  With  re¬ 
spect  to  our  rate  relief  authority,  by  re¬ 
futing  Cities’  allegations  of  any  repara¬ 
tion  authority,  we  have  consistently  and 
implicitly  held  that  we  do  have  the  au¬ 
thority  to  remedy  undue  discrimination 
from  the  date,  the  rates  were  ifiaced  into 
effect  subject  to  refund. 

If  such  relief  is  the  relief  requested  by 
Cities,  and  if  the  authority  of  the  Com¬ 
mission  to  grant  such  relief  is  tiie  actual 
issue  presented,  as  (Titles’  most  recent 
pleading  clearly  indicates,  we  must  re¬ 
affirm  our  preAdous  order  and  deny  the 
admission  into  evidence  of  Professor 
Kuhlman’s  testimony  on  the  grounds  of 
lack  of  relevancy.  As  earlier  indicated, 
both  in  this  order  and  in  our  March  17, 
1975  order.  Professor  Kuhlman’s  testi¬ 
mony  is  directed  to  the  issue  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  authority  to  set  as  proper  rates 
the  rates  which  would  have  existed  if 
(Titles  had  been  afforded  alternatives. 
This  testimony  is  not  directed  to,  and 
presents  no  relevant  evidence  on  the 
principal  issue  now  expounded  by  Cities — 
that  it  is  entitled  to  the  same  rates  as 
presently  offered  Hoosier.  Because  Pro¬ 
fessor  Kuhlman’s  proffered  testimony  is 
clearly  irrelevant  to  the  testimony  neces¬ 
sary  to  support  Cities’  newly  advanced 
issue  of  relief  we  must  reaffirm  our  prior 
affirmance  of  exclusion  and  deny  Cfities’ 
application  for  rehearing.  This  action 
is  required  both  by  the  provisions  of  our 
own  Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure* 
and  by  the  provisions  of  the  Administra¬ 
tive  Procedure  Act.* 


*  Section  1.26(s)  at  the  Commission's  rules 
of  practice  and  procedure  provides  In  part: 
In  any  proceeding  before  the  Commission 
or  a  presiding  officer  relevant  and  material 
evidence  thall  be  admissible  *  •  •  (empha¬ 
sis  supplied). 

«  Section  7(c)  of  the  Administrative  Pro¬ 
cedure  Act  provides  In  part:  Any  oral  or 
documentary  evidence  may  be  received,  but 


Because  we  find  that  the  proffered  tes¬ 
timony  should  be  excluded  on  the  basis 
ot  lack  of  relevancy  we  conclude  that 
Cities’  citation  of  the  Conway  decision* 
to  be  unpersuasive.  We  note  moreover 
that  the  Conway  case  did  not  involve 
the  issue  of  rate  discrimination  due  to 
a  foreclosure  of  alternate  supply  sources 
but  involved  the  issue  of  “price  squeeze”, 
an  issue  not  raised  in  the  instant  pro¬ 
ceeding.  Furthermore,  the  U.S.  Court  of 
Appeals  for  the  D.C.  (Tircuit  has  stayed 
the  mandate  in  that  decision  until  Jime 
25,  1975  upon  motion  of  this  Commis¬ 
sion  to  allow  time  to  seek  certiorari. 
Consequently,  that  decision  is  not  yet 
final. 

The  Commission  finds:  IMEA  (Titles’ 
April  16, 1975  request  for  reconsideration 
of  our  March  17, 1975  order  affirming  the 
Presiding  Judge’s  exclusion  from  evi¬ 
dence  of  the  proffered  testimony  and 
exhibits  of  Professor  Kuhlman  presents 
no  new  grounds  or  issues  which  would 
warrant  grant  of  reconsideration. 

The  Commission  orders:  (1)  IMEA 
Cities’  request  for  reconsideration  is 
hereby  denied. 

(2)  The  Secretary  shall  cause  prompt 
publication  of  this  order  in  the  Fedkral 
Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

[SEAL]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secrefory. 

[PR  Doc.75-13564  Piled  5-22-75:8:45  amj 


[Project  No.  1894] 

SOUTH  CAROUNA  ELECTTRIC  &  GAS  CO. 

Application  for  Divergence  From  Approved 
Exhibit  To  Use  Borrow  Area 

May  16,  1975. 

Public  notice  is  hereby  givep  that  an 
application  for  divergence  from  an  ap¬ 
proved  exhibit  to  use  a  borrow  area  above 
the  high  water  mark  of  the  Monticello 
Reservoir  was  filed  on  April  4,  1975,  tra¬ 
der  the  Federal  Power  Act  (16  U.S.C. 
791a-824r)  by  South  Carolina  Electric 
and  Gas  Company  (Applicant)  (Corre¬ 
spondence  to:  Mr.  V.  C.  Summer,  Senior 
Vice  President,  South  Carolina  Electric 
8i  Gas  Company,  P.O.  Box  764,  Columbia, 
South  Carolina  29202)  for  the  Parr  Proj¬ 
ect  No.  1694,  located  on  the  Broad  River 
in  Fairfield  and  Newberry  Counties, 
South  Carolina,  and  affecting  lands  of 
the  United  States  within  the  Sumter  Na¬ 
tional  Forest.  Applicant  requests  Com¬ 
mission  approval  to  use  a  S4-acre  area 
above  the  high  water  mark  of  the  Monti¬ 
cello  Reservoir  to  obtain  950,000  cubic 
yards  of  borrow  material  for  the  con¬ 
struction  of  dams  to  create  the  Monti¬ 
cello  Reservoir. 

Applicant  had  previously  in  its  Ex¬ 
hibit  V  stated  that  it  intended  to  take 
borrow  material  from  the  cleared  Mon- 


every  agency  shall  as  a  matter  of  policy  pro¬ 
vide  for  the  exclusion  of  irrelevant,  immate¬ 
rial  unduly  repetltoua  evidence.  •  *  * 
(emphasis  supplied). 

•Conway  Corp.  v.  WfJC.,  -  P  fid  - 

(DX).  Clr.  No.  78-S20T,  decided  April  4,  1975. 
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ticello  Reservoir.  This  statement  was  ap¬ 
proved  and  made  a  part  of  the  license 
for  this  project.  Applicant  now  states 
that,  while  there  is  sufficient  borrow  ma¬ 
terial  within  the  reservoir  area,  a  savings 
of  $250,000  can  be  achieved  by  obtaining 
a  portion  of  the  borrow  material  needed 
from  the  34-acre  area. 

The  proposed  borrow  area  is  located 
adjacent  to  Dam  “A”  in  Fairfield  County 
and.  more  specifically,  is  located  within 
the  N.  483,000,  N.  487,000.  E.  1,898,000, 
and  E.  1,900,000  State  Grid  System  Co¬ 
ordinates.  Applicant  states  that  no 
United  States  lands  or  lands  owned  by 
the  State  of  South  Carolina  would  be 
affected.  Applicant  further  states  that 
no  residences,  cemeteries,  historical,  or 
archeological  sites  would  be  affected. 
Finally,  Applicant  states  that  the  borrow 
area  will  be  terraced  and  graded  to  the 
satisfaction  of  the  U.S.  Department  of 
Agriculture,  Soil  Conservation  Service. 
Applicant  would  then  cover  the  area  with 
the  original  topsoil  and  plant  the  area 
with  a  ground  cover  rec(Hnmended  by  the 
South  Carolina  Department  of  Wildlife 
and  Marine  Resources.  Because  of  the 
fact  that  matters  related  to  the  construc¬ 
tion  of  new  capacity  are  being  con¬ 
sidered,  a  shortened  notice  period  is  ap¬ 
propriate. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should  cm  or  before  June  2, 
1975,  file  with  the  Federal  Power  Ccon- 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  Intervene  or  a  protest  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  requirements  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10).  All  protests  filed 
with  the  Ccmunission  will  be  considered 
by  It  In  determining  the  appropriate 
action  to  be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to 
make  the  protestants  parties  to  the 
proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to  be- 
come  a  party  to  a  proceeding  or  to  par¬ 
ticipate  as  a  party  In  any  hearing  therein 
must  a  petition  to  intervene  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  Commission’s  Rules. 
The  application  Is  on  file  with  the  Com¬ 
mission  and  Is  available  for  public 
inspection. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  conferred 
upon  the  Federal  Power  Commission  by 
Sections  308  and  309  of  the  Federal 
Power  Act  (16  U.S.C.  825g.  825h)  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure,  specifically  S  1.32(b)  (18  CFR 
1.32(b) ) ,  as  amended  by  Order  No.  518,  a 
hearing  may  be  held  without  further 
notice  before  the  Commission  on  this 
application  if  no  issue  of  substance  Is 
raised  by  any  request  to  be  heard,  pro¬ 
test  or  petition  filed  subsequent  to  this 
notice  within  the  time  required  herein 
and  If  the  applicant  or  Initial  pleader  re¬ 
quests  that  the  shortened  procedure  of 
§  1.32(b)  be  used.  If  an  issue  of  substance 
is  so  raised  or  applicant  or  initial  pleader 
fails  to  request  the  shortened  procedure, 
further  notice  of  hearing  will  be  given. 

Under  the  shortened  procedure  herein 
provided  for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  It 
will  be  unnecessary  for  applicant  or  Ini¬ 


tial  pleader  to  appear  or  be  represented 
at  the  hearing  before  the  Commission. 

Kinmkth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

(FR  DOC.75-13S6S  Piled  6-22-75;8:46  am] 


[Docket  No.  RP75-84] 

SOUTHERN  NATURAL  GAS  CO. 

Order 

Mat  15,  1975. 

On  March  31,  1975,  Southern  Natural 
Gas  Company  (Southern)  tendered  for 
filing  proposed  changes  in  its  FPC  Gas 
Tariff,  Sixth  Revised  Vcdume  No.  1.*  The 
proposed  changes  are  based  on  the  12- 
month  period  ending  December  31,  1974, 
as  adjusted,  and  would  Increase  juris¬ 
dictional  revenues  by  $91,080,244.  Notice 
of  Southern’s  filing  was  Issued  on  April 
7,  1975  with  protests  and  petitions  to  in¬ 
tervene  due  on  or  before  April  25,  1975. 
The  proposed  effective  date  Is  May  16, 
1975. 

Southern  states  that  the  principal 
reasons  for  the  proposed  rate  increase 
are  to  refiect  (1)  an  Increase  in  the  over¬ 
all  rate  of  return  to  10.69%;  (2)  an  In¬ 
crease  in  the  book  depreciation  rates  to 
8.5%  for  Southern’s  supply  system  and 
5.25%  for  Southern’s  transmission  and 
storage  system;  (3)  to  adjust  Southern’s 
plant  for  Construction  Work  In  Progress 
(CWn*) ;  (4)  to  refiect  increased  opera¬ 
tion  and  maintenance  expenses.  Includ¬ 
ing  $12.0  million  of  Interest  reimburse¬ 
ment  advances  to  producers  and  In¬ 
creases  in  purchased  gas  costs  and  ex¬ 
penses  for  gas  from  Company-owned 
production  and  from  Independent  pro¬ 
ducers;  and  (5)  to  refiect  increased 
levels  of  advance  payments  to  pro¬ 
ducers. 

Southern  states  that  CWIP  is  included 
in  rate  base  in  light  of  proposed  rule- 
making  in  Docket  No.  RM75-13.  We  have 
not  yet  ruled  on  Uie  merits  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  rulemaking  at  Docket  No.  RM75- 
13,  therefore,  it  is  premature  to  assume 
its  ad(^tion.  The  Commission’s  preset 
Regulations,  Section  154.63,  requires 
that  plant  included  in  the  rate  base  at 
the  time  of  filing  must  be  certified.  In 
addition,  such  plant  must  be  in  service 
by  the  end  of  the  test  period.  Southern 
has  not  conformed  with  these  require¬ 
ments  and  therefore,  we  will  reject  the 
filing  insofar  as  it  refiects  Inclusion  in 
rate  base  of  any  facilities  not  certified 
and  in  service  at  the  end  of  test  period. 

As  noted  above  Southern’s  filing  also 
refiects  $12.0  mllllcm  of  interest  reim¬ 
bursement  to  mxxlucers  imder  the  cate¬ 
gory  of  operating  and  maintenance  ex¬ 
penses.  The  Commission  has  allowed 
payments  to  producers  before  delivery  of 
gas.  but  ordy  under  certain,  prescribed 
conditions.*  Hie  payments  which  South¬ 
ern  has  Included  in  the  Instant  filing  do 
not  meet  the  requirements  of  our  ad¬ 
vance  payment  regulations  and  accord¬ 
ingly  must  be  rejected.*  The  purpose  of 


TTilrMenith  Revised  Sheet  No.  4A. 
•Order  Noe.  410,  410-A.  441,  466,  400. 
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our  advance  payment  programs  has  been 
to  assist  the  producers  in  capital  forma- 
tlcm  in  order  to  stimulate  exploration, 
development,  and  production  for  the  in¬ 
terstate  market.  (Order  No.  441,  46  FPC 
1178  at  1180.)  These  programs  are  not 
intended  to  provide  that  jurisdictional 
rate  payers  pay  Interest  through  pipe¬ 
line  rat%  on  capital  which  the  producer 
is  demonstrably  able  to  acquire.  It  is  ap¬ 
parent  by  the  nature  of  these  agree¬ 
ments  that  the  producers  do  have  the 
ability  to  acquire  the  capital  associated 
with  the  projects.  Therefore,  Southern’s 
proposed  rate  treatment  of  these  interest 
reimbursement  paimaents  to  producers 
must  be  rejected  as  inconsist«it  with  the 
requirements  and  Intent  of  our  out¬ 
standing  advance  payment  rulemaking 
orders.  Further,  we  believe  it  more  ap¬ 
propriate  to  consider  the  viability  of 
such  proposals  in  the  context  of  any 
futiuie  rulemaking  extending  the  ad¬ 
vance  payment  program. 

We  note  that  the  rate  design  included 
in  Southern’s  filing  reflects  the  unmodi¬ 
fied  Seaboard  method  of  cost  classifica¬ 
tion  and  cost  allocation. 

In  Opinion  No.  671  we  expressed  our 
concern  over  the  worsening  gas  supply 
situation  and  particularly  as  it  existed 
on  United’s  system.  Based  upon  the  rec¬ 
ord  in  that  case  we  concluded  that  more 
weight  should  be  given  to  annual  use  of 
United’s  pipeline  system  than  is  charac¬ 
teristic  of  the  unmodified  Seaboard 
methodology.  Therefore,  we  assigned  75 
percent  of  fixed  costs  to  the  commodity 
component  of  two-part  rates  and  to  the 
straight-line  rates.  Part  of  our  rationale 
was  that  in  view  of  the  gas  supply  short¬ 
age,  low  priority  usage  should  be  discour¬ 
aged  and  the  price  gap  between  natural 
gas  and  alternative  fuels  in  the  inter¬ 
ruptible  Industrial  market  should,  at  the 
minimum,  be  narrowed. 

In  light' of  our  policy  of  considering 
competitive  fuel  prices  in  setting  com¬ 
modity  rate  levels  and  of  the  present 
supply  and  market  conditions  on  the 
Southern  system,  all  parties  to  this  pro¬ 
ceeding  should  direct  their  attention,  and 
file  any  evidence  they  wish  to  submit,  as 
to  the  propriety  of  the  continued  use  of 
the  Seaboard  method  of  cost  classifica¬ 
tion  and  allocation,  as  well  as  to  the  pro¬ 
priety  of  Southern’s  rate  design  propos^ 
herein.  Further,  we  urge  all  parties  to 
suggest  alternative  methods  of  cost  clas¬ 
sification,  allocation  and  rate  design 
which  they  believe  may  more  closely  re¬ 
flect  or  Implement  the  Commission’s  ob¬ 
jectives  in  this  area.*  In  this  connection 
we  refer  the  parties  to  our  recent  rule- 
making  Docket  No.  RM75-19  issued  Feb¬ 
ruary  20,  1975. 

Numerous  petitions  to  intervene  have 
been  received.  (See  Appendix  A).  Good 
cause  exists  to  grant  all  these  petitions. 


•See  Accounts  165  and  166  In  Part  201  of 
the  Ckunmlssion's  Regulations  Under  the 
Natural  Gas  Act. 

•See:  Footnote  8  in  our  order  of  May  31, 
1074,  In  Columbia  Oas  Transmission,  et  al.. 
Docket  Noe.  RP74-82  and  RP74-81. 
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Our  review  of  Southern’s  proposed 
rates,  charges,  and  conditions  of  service 
Indicates  that  certain  issues  are  raised 
which  may  require  development  in  an  evi¬ 
dentiary  proceeding.  The  proposed  rates 
have  not  been  shown  to  be  Just  and  rea¬ 
sonable  and  may  be  unjust,  unreason¬ 
able,  imduly  discriminatory,  or  otherwise 
unlawful.  Accordingly,  we  shall  suspend 
the  use  of  the  proposed  rates  for  five 
months  until  October  16,  1975,  subject 
to  the  terms  and  conditions  of  this  order. 

The  Commission  finds:  (1)  It  is  neces¬ 
sary  and  proper  in  the  public  interest  and 
to  aid  in  the  enforcement  of  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  that  the 
Commission  enter  upon  a  hearing  con¬ 
cerning  the  lawfulness  of  the  rates, 
charges,  and  conditions  of  service  con¬ 
tained  in  Southern’s  PPG  Gas  Tarifif,  as 
proposed  to  be  amended  in  this  docket, 
and  that  the  tendered  tariff  sheets  be  ac¬ 
cepted  for  filing  as  hereinafter  condi¬ 
tioned  and  suspended  as  hereinafter  pro¬ 
vided. 

(2)  Participation  of  the  above-named 
petitioners  for  intervention  (See  Appen¬ 
dix  A)  in  this  proceeding  may  be  in  the 
public  Interest. 

(3)  Certain  portions  •  of  Southern’s 
proposed  filing  must  be  rejected  for  fail¬ 
ure  to  comply  with  Commission  regula¬ 
tions  and  orders,  specifically,  those  por¬ 
tions  which  refiect  the  (1)  inclusion  in 
rate  base  of  plant  that  will  not  be  cer¬ 
tificated  and  in  service  before  October 
16,  1975,  (2)  the  $12.0  million  of  interest 
reimbursement  payments  to  producers. 

The  Commission  orders:  (A)  The 
above-named  petitioners  are  hereby  per¬ 
mitted  to  intervene  in  this  procee^ng 
subject  to  the  rules  and  regulations  of 
the  Commission:  Provided,  however,  that 
the  participation  of  such  intervenors 
shall  be  limited  to  matters  affecting 
rights  and  Interest  specifically  set  forth 
in  their  respective  petitions  to  intervene; 
and  Provided,  further,  that  the  admis¬ 
sion  of  such  intervenors  shall  not  be  con¬ 
strued  as  recognition  by  the  Commission 
that  they,  or  any  of  them  might  be  ag¬ 
grieved  broause  of  any  order  or  orders 
issued  by  the  Commission  in  this  pro¬ 
ceeding. 

(B)  Southern’s  tendered  tariff  sheets 
are  accepted  for  filing  and  suspended 
until  October  16,  1975,  subject  to  the 
terms  and  conditions  of  this  order. 

(C)  Pursuant  to  the  authority  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act,  particularly  sections  4 
and  5  thereof,  the  Commission’s  rules 
of  practice  and  procedure,  and  the  Reg¬ 
ulations  Under  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (18 
CFR,  Chapter  I) ,  a  public  hearing  shall 
be  held  on  October  16,  1975,  at  10  a.m., 
e.d.t.,  in  a  hearing  room  of  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  825  North  Capitol 
Street,  NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426, 
concerning  the  lawfulness  of  the  rates, 
charges,  classification,  and  services  con¬ 
tained  in  Southern’s  PPC  Gas  ’Tariff,  as 
proposed  to  be  amended  herein. 

(D)  On  or  before  September  12,  1975, 
the  Commission  Staff  shall  serve  its  pre¬ 
pared  testimony  and  exhibits.  The  pre¬ 
pared  testimony  and  exhibits  of  all  In¬ 
tervenors  shall  be  served  on  or  before 
September  26,  1975.  Any  rebuttal  evi¬ 


dence  by  CIG  shall  be  served  on  or  be¬ 
fore  October  10, 1975. 

(E)  A  Presiding  Administrative  Law 
Judge  to  be  designated  by  the  Chief 
Administrative  Law  Judge  for  that  pur¬ 
pose  (See  Delegation  of  Authority,  18 
CFR  3.5(d)),  shaU  preside  at  the  hear¬ 
ing  in  this  proceeding,  shall  prescribe 
relevant  procedural  matters  not  herein 
provided,  and  shall  control  this  proceed¬ 
ing  in  accordance  with  the  policies  ex¬ 
pressed  in  §  2.59  of  the  Commission’s 
rules  of  practice  and  procedure. 

(F)  Pending  hearing  and  a  decision 
thereon  Southern’s  tariff  sheets  are  sus¬ 
pended  for  five  months  and  the  use 
thereof  deferred  imtil  October  16,  1375, 
or  until  such  further  time  as  they  are 
made  effective  in  the  manner  provided 
in  the  Natural  Gas  Act  subject  to  the 
condition  that  before  October  16,  1975, 
Southern  Natural  shall  file  substitute 
rates  to  be  effective  October  16, 1975,  re¬ 
flecting  the  elimination  from  its  pro¬ 
posed  rates  of  costs  associated  with  fa¬ 
cilities  not  certificated  and  in  service 
by  that  date  and  the  $12.0  million  in¬ 
terest  reimbursement  payments  to  pro¬ 
ducers  reflected  in  the  instant  filing. 

(G)  The  Secretary  shall  catise  prompt 
publication  of  this  order  in  the  P’ederal 
Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

Appendix  A 

PETITION  TO  INTESVENK 

South  Carolina  Public  Service  Commission 
Alabama  Public  Service  Commission 
Georgia  Municipal  Association 
Tennessee  Public  Service  Commission 
Alabama  Gas  Corporation 
Atlanta  Gas  Light  Company 
Carolina  Pipeline  Company 
Florida  Gas  Transmission  Company 
Gas  Light  Company  of  Columbus 
Georgia  Industrial  Group 
Mississippi  Valley  Gas  Company 
South  Carolina  Electric  h  Gas  Company 
Southern  Tier  Gas  Corporation  • 

|PR  Doc.75-13673  Piled  5-23-75:8:46  am] 

(Docket  No.  RI75-8] 

SUN  OIL  CO. 

Further  Extension  of  Procedural  Oates 
Mat  15,  1975. 

On  April  30,  1975,  Sim  Oil  CXxnpcmy 
filed  a  motion  to  extend  the  procedural 
dates  fixed  by  order  issued  February  28. 
1975,  as  most  recently  modified  by  notice 
Issu^  March  25,  1975,  in  the  above-des¬ 
ignated  matter.  The  motion  states  that 
the  parties  have  been  notified  and  have 
no  objection. 

Upon  consideration,  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  the  procedural  dates  in  the 
above  matter  are  modified  as  follows: 

Service  of  Company  Direct  Testlmcmy,  Jime 

2.  1976. 

Service  of  Staff's  Testimony,  June  16, 1975. 
Service  of  Ckimpany  Rebuttal,  June  33,  1976. 
Hearing,  June  30,  1975  (10  am.  e.d.t.) 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.75-13566  Piled  5-22-75:8:46  am] 


[Docket  Nos.  C175-4S,  et  oZ.] 

TENNECO  OIL  COMPANY,  ET  AL. 

Order  Consolidating  Proceedings  and 
Prescribing  Service  of  Evidence 

May  16,  1975. 

By  order  issued  April  14,  1975,  the 
Commission,  inter  alia,  consolidated  a 
number  of  proceedings  in  Docket  No. 
CI75-45,  et  al.,  granted  petitions  to  in¬ 
tervene,  ordered  a  formal  hearing  to  con¬ 
vene  on  May  19,  1975,  and  prescribed 
procedures  to  be  followed  therein. 

Subsequent  to  the  issuance  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  April  14,  1975,  order.  Trunkline 
Gas  Company  (Trunkline)  filed  an  ap¬ 
plication  in  Docket  No.  CP75-330,  seek¬ 
ing  a  certificate  of  public  convenience 
and  necessity  authorizing  the  transpor¬ 
tation  of  certain  volumes  of  gas  for  two 
groups  of  producers.  These  groups  in¬ 
clude  Placid  Oil  Company,  Hunt  Indus¬ 
tries,  Hunt  Petroleum  (Corporation,  Ham¬ 
ilton  Brothers  Oil  Company,  Hamilton 
Brothers  Exploration  Company,  Hamil¬ 
ton  Brothers  Petroleiun  Corporation 
(Placid  Group)  and  Ashland  Oil,  Inc., 
Highland  Rerources,  Inc.  and  Kewanee 
Oil  Company  (Ashland  Group) .  This  ap¬ 
plication  also  involves  the  transportation 
of  off^ore  reserves  from  South  Marsh 
Island  Blocks  268,  269  and  281.  The  gas 
to  be  transported  will  be  received  in  a 
common  stream  with  other  gas  purchased 
by  Trunkline  from  other  producers  and 
will  be  transported  through  facilities  re¬ 
quested  by  ’Tnmkline  in  Docket  No.  CP 
75-19.  On  May  7,  1975,  Trunkline  filed  a 
motion  requesting  the  Commission  to 
consolidate  the  above  referenced  docket 
with  Docket  No.  CP75-19. 

The  Commission  in  considering  Trunk¬ 
line’s  motl<m  has  taken  note  of  the  re¬ 
lationship  of  the  issues  contained  in  the 
instant  proceeding  to  those  set  forth  in 
Docket  No.  CP75-19,  adilch  has  been  con¬ 
solidated,  with  other  dockets,  into  Docket 
No.  cr75-45,  et  al.,  and  has  determined 
that  a  sufficiently  direct  relationship  ex¬ 
ists  to  warrant  the  (XHisoUdatlon  of  this 
docket  with  Docket  No.  CI75-45,  et  al. 

The  Commission  finds:  The  proceeding 
involved  in  Docket  No.  CP75-330  con¬ 
tains  common  questions  of  law  and  fact 
with  the  proceedings  in  Docket  No. 
C7P75-45,  et  al.,  consequently,  good  cause 
exists  to  consolidate  this  proceeding  with 
Docket  No.  CP75-45,  ef  al. 

The  Commission  orders:  (A)  The  pro¬ 
ceeding  Involved  in  Docket  No.  C7P75-330 
is  hereby  consirfldated  with  the  proceed¬ 
ings  in  Docket  No.  CT75-45,  et  al.,  for 
purposes  of  hearing  and  decision. 

(B)  Applicants  and  persons  in  support 
of  the  application  in  Docket  No.  CP75- 
330  shall  serve  prepared  testimony  in 
support  thereof,  including  prepared  tes¬ 
timony  of  witnesses  and  exhibits,  on  the 
Office  of  the  Administrative  Law  Judge, 
the  Cmnmlsslon’s  Staff,  and  every  party 
to  this  proceeding  within  ten  days  after 
Issuance  of  this  order. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.75-13567  Piled  5-22-76;8:46  am] 
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{Docket  No.  RP74-3&-«,  etc.) 

TEXAS  EASTERN  TRANSMISSION  CORP. 

ET  AL 

Order 

May  16,  1975. 

In  the  matter  of  Texas  Eastern  Trans¬ 
mission  Corporation  [North  Alabama 
Gas  District! .  Docket  No.  RP74-39-8; 
Tennessee  Gas  Pipeline  Company,  a  Di- 
vlsimi  of  Tenneco  Inc.  [North  Alabama 
Gas  District],  Docket  No.  RP74-91-20; 
Alabama-Tennessee  Natural  Gas  Com¬ 
pany  [United  States  Steel  Corporation], 
Docket  No.  RP75-44-3. 

United  States  Steel  Corporation  (USS) 
owns  an  anhydrous  ammonia  manufac¬ 
turing  facility  in  Cherokee,  Alabama.  It 
uses  natural  gas  for  feedstock  and  to 
heat  a  catals^st  in  the  manufacturing 
process. 

USS  purchases  all  of  its  natural  gas 
frmn  two  somces — ^North  Alabama  Gas 
District  (North  Alabama)  and  Alabama- 
Tennessee  Natural  Gas  Company  (A-T) , 
the  latter  being  a  Jurisdictional  pipeline 
company.  North  Alabama,  in  turn,  pur- 
cha^  all  of  the  volumes  it  sells  to  USS 
from  two  Jurisdictional  pipelines,  Texas 
Eastern  Transmission  Corporation  (TET 
CO)  and  Tennessee  Gas  Pipeline  Com¬ 
pany,  A  Division  of  Tenneco  Inc.  (TGP) . 

On  March  19,  1974,  North  Alabama 
filed,  in  Docket  No.  RP74-39-8.  a  petition 
for  extraordinary  relief  piu-suant  to 
§  1.7(b)  of  the  Commission’s  rules  of 
practice  and  procedure.  At  the  time  of 
the  filing,  TETTCO  was  the  only  one  of 
USS’s  pipeline  suppliers  in  curtailment. 
Now  all  three  are  curtailing  USS  at  least 
at  scone  times  diuing  the  year. 

Eight  days  of  hearing  resulted  in  a  full 
record,  on  the  basis  of  which  we  granted 
North  Alabama’s  petition  for  relief.*  On 
February  26,  1975,  we  issued  an  order, 
subsequently  modified  by  our  order  of 
May  1,  1975,  which  provided  that  TETCO 
deliver  to  North  Alabama  up  to  the  fol¬ 
lowing  volumes: 

Prior  to  May  1,  1976,  14,800  Mcf  per  day. 
May  1,  1975  through  Aiigust  31,  1976,  13,017 

Mcf  per  day. 

On  and  After  September  1,  1976,  7,211  Mcf 

per  day. 

In  our  February  26  order,  we  reduced 
the  relief  vcdumes  to  be  provided  by 
TETCO  after  May  1,  1975  in  order  to  re- 
fiect  curtailments  by  TOP  and  A-T.  We 
stated: 

Impoeltkm  of  this  limitation  should  insure 
that  relief  gas  dlvoled  from  other  TKTCO 
customers  will  not  be  used  to  remedy  curtail¬ 
ments  Imposed  by  other  suppUers  and  also 
should  encourage  Ag-Chem  to  seek  any  neces¬ 
sary  additional  gas  by  petitioning  separately 
for  relief  from  Alabama-Tennessee  and  Ten¬ 
nessee,  which  are  not  parties  to  this  pro¬ 
ceeding.  However,  we  will  delay  the  imposi¬ 
tion  of  this  volumetric  limitation  until  May 
1,  1976,  in  order  to  give  Ag-Chem  sufficient 
time  to  file  those  petltlone  and  to  prevent  a 
severe  loss  In  production  during  March  when 


1  Among  other  things.  It  was  determined 
that  ces  requires  up  to  17A33  Mof  per  day 
(at  18.006  p^)  to  achieve  maTtmum  out¬ 
put  at  ammonia.  The  plant's  oapaetty  Is  ra- 
dttoed  in  warmer  weather. 


Ag-Chem  will  not  receive  any  gas  from  Ten¬ 
nessee. 

On  March  25,  1975,  North  Alabama 
filed,  in  Docket  No.  RP74-91-20,  a  peti¬ 
tion  for  extraordinary  relief  from  cur¬ 
tailment  by  TGP.  The  petition  was  sup- 
idemented  by  a  filing  of  April  21,  1975. 
North  Alabama  requests  that  we  issue  an 
order  directing  TGP  to  deliver  1,667  Mcf 
per  day  for  the  use  of  USS.  North  Ala¬ 
bama  requests  that  we  grant  its  petition 
without  a  hearing. 

On  March  24,  1975,  USS  filed,  in 
Docket  No.  RP75-44-3,  a  petition  for  ex¬ 
traordinary  relief  from  curtailment  by 
A-T.  The  petition  was  supplemented  by 
fiUngs  of  April  18.  1975  and  May  2,  1975. 
USS  requests  that  we  issue  an  order  di¬ 
recting  A-T  to  deliver  to  it  its  full  con¬ 
tract  volumes,  or,  in  the  alternative,  suf- 


USS  and  North  Alabama  request  that 
relief  from  curtailments  by  A-T  and  TOP 
be  granted  without  a  hearing.  We  shall 
deny  those  requests.  In  our  May  1  order, 
in  Docket  No.  RP74-39-8,  we  stated  “This 
order  should  not  be  interpreted  as  a  pre¬ 
judgment  of  those  petitions  [filed  by  USS 
and  North  Alabama  in  Docket  Nos.  RP75- 
44-3  and  RP74-91-20],  or  as  a  prelimi¬ 
nary  statement  that  further  r^ef  is 
actually  necessary  or  Justified  on  those 
systwns.”  *  We  believe  that  we  must  as¬ 
certain  the  Impact  upon  TGP,  A-T  and 
their  customers  of  granting  relief  on 
those  syst«ns.  prior  to  granting  the  two 
petitions.  A  hearing  is  necessary  in  order 
to  accomplish  that  end. 

Additionally,  inasmuch  as  the  relief 
sought  by  the  two  petitioners  is  for  an 
indefinite  period  of  time,  and  Inasmuch 
as  the  claim  for  relief  rests  upon  peti¬ 
tioners’  assertions  of  a  naticmwide  short¬ 
age  of  fertilizer,  we  believe  it  necessary 
to  place  on  the  record  a  current  picture 
of  the  fertilizer  situation.  In  order  to  pro¬ 
tect  the  Interests  of  TETCO’s  custcuners, 
we  shall  reopen  the  proceedings  in  Docket 
No.  RP74-3IMI  for  the  limited  purposes 
of  taking  evidence  on  the  current  status 
of  fertilizer  sui^ly,  and  to  update  the 
record  with  regsurd  to  petitioners’  success, 
or  lack  thereof,  in  obtaining  supplemen¬ 
tal  supplies  of  natural  gas  or  SNG. 

We  shall  ocxmoUdate  Docket  Nos. 
RP74_39_8,  RP74-91-20  and  RP75-44-3 
for  the  purposes  of  hearing  and  decision. 

North  Alabama  and  USS  shall  be  re¬ 
quired  to  present  evidence  (m  the  follow¬ 
ing  Issues: 

(1)  The  degree  of  severity  of  the  am¬ 
monia  and  fertilizer  shortages,  and 


■  Order  Modifying  Order  Granting  Extrara*- 
dlnary  IMlef  and  Denying  Applications  for 
HAeartng ,  mlmeo  at  6n.*. 


ficient  volumes  to  bring  the  total  deliver¬ 
ies  at  USS  to  17.623  Mcf  per  day.  USS 
requested  that  we  grant  its  petition  with¬ 
out  a  hearing. 

USS  has  cmtracts  with  Its  suppliers 
for  the  following  volumes  (all  at  15.025 
psia) : 

Thousand 
cubic  feet 
per  day 


TETTCO _  14,800 

TOP  _  2, 000 

A-T: 

Firm _ 1,471 

Interruptible _  3, 431 


Total  _ 21,702 


CTurrent  projectkms  of  supply  to  USS 
for  May  1975  through  October  1975  are 
shown  below  (all  volumes  at  15.025  psia) : 


particularly  the  current  supply  and  de¬ 
mand  projections  by  both  industiy  and 
government.  This  evldaice  should  in¬ 
clude.  but  should  not  be  limited  to,  cur¬ 
rent  projections  for  the  Spring,  1975 
planting  season. 

(2)  The  current  and  future  ability  of 
North  Alabama  and  USS  to  obtain  alter¬ 
nate  supplies  oi  SNG  and  natural  gas  of 
either  an  Interstate  or  Intrastate  nature. 

Public  notice  of  TOP’S  petition,  and  of 
A-T’s  petition  was  Issued  on  April  2  and 
April  3,  1975,  respectively,  with  protests 
and  petitl<His  to  Intervene  in  both  pro¬ 
ceedings  on  or  before  April  18. 1975.  Peti¬ 
tions  to  intervene  were  received  from  the 
following  parties: 

Docktt  No.  BP76-44-3 
Tennessee  Valley  Authority 

Docket  No.  RP74-91-20 

Bay  State  Oas  Company,  et  al. 

Coliimbia  Oas  Tranamlsslon  Corporation 
General  Motors  Corporation 
Peoples  Gas  Light  and  Coke  Company 
Brooklyn  Union  Gas  Company 

Columbia  Gas  Transmission  Corpora¬ 
tion,  Peoples  Oas  Light  and  Coke  Com¬ 
pany  and  Brooklyn  Union  Oas  Company 
request  that  a  hearing  be  held. 

The  Commission  finds:  (1)  Good 
cause  exists  to  reopen  the  record  In 
Docket  No.  RP74-39-8  for  the  limited 
purposes  hereinafter  ordered. 

(2)  Good  cause  exists  to  consolidate 
the  proceedings  in  Docket  Nos.  RP74- 
39-8,  RP74-91-20  and  RP76-44-3  for 
the  purposes  of  hearing  and  decisl(m. 

(3)  Oo<xi  cause  exists  to  set  these 
consolidated  proceedings  for  formal 
hearing. 

(4)  The  participation  of  each  of  the 
parties  who  filed  petitions  to  Intervene 


Month  Texas  A-T  •  Tennessee  •  Total  Percent  ot  Shortlixll 

Eastern  I  17,028 


May .  12,017  2.074  2,000  10,091  91.8  1,882 

Jane .  12,017  2,096  2,000  10,118  01.4  1,610 

July .  12,017  2,074  2,000  10,091  91.8  1,882 

Anrust .  12,017  2,074  2,000  16,091  91.8  1,882 

September .  12,017  2,068  2,000  10. 005  91.8  1,838 

October. .  12,017  2,057  2,000  16,074  9L3  1,040 


>  Pursuant  to  our  order  of  May  1,  1975.  in  docket  No.  RP74-39-8. 

*  Figures  taken  from  answer  oi  A-T  filed  in  docket  No.  RP  75-44-3  on  Apr.  18,  1975. 

•  Figures  verified  by  TOP  letters  attached  to  North  Alabama’s  supplemental  petition  filed  Apr.  21,  1075. 
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in  Docket  Nos.  RP74-91-20  and  RP75- 
44-3  may  be  in  the  public  interest. 

The  Commission  orders:  (A)  The  rec¬ 
ord  in  the  proceedings  in  Docket  No. 
RP  74-39-8  shall  be  reopened  for  the 
purposes  of  taking  evidence  on  the  cur¬ 
rent  fertilizer  supply  situation,  and  to 
update  the  record  regarding  petitioners’ 
success  in  obtaining  supplemental  sup¬ 
plies  of  natural  gas,  and  for  the  issu¬ 
ance  of  any  supplemental  order  in  this 
Docket  as  the  record  may  require. 

(B)  The  proceedings  in  Docket  Nos. 
RP74-39-8,  RP74-91-20  and  RP75-44-3 
shall  be  consolidated  for  the  pinposes 
of  hearing  and  decision. 

(C)  Piursuant  to  the  authority  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act,  the  Commission’s  rules 
of  practice  and  procedure,  and  the  reg¬ 
ulations  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act,  a 
public  hearing  shall  be  held  on  Jime  18, 
1975  at  10  a.m.  in  a  hearing  room  of 
the  Federal  Power  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  NE.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  concerning  the  USS  and 
North  Alabama  petitions. 

(D)  USS  and  North  Alabama  should 
present,  inter  alia,  evidence  which  is 
relevant  and  material  to  the  following 
issues : 

(1)  The  degree  of  Mverity  of  the  am¬ 
monia  and  fertilizer  shortages,  and  par¬ 
ticularly  the  current  supply  and  demand 
projections  by  both  industry  and  gov¬ 
ernment.  This  evidence  should  include, 
but  should  not  be  limited  to,  current 
projections  for  the  Spring,  1975  planting 
season. 

(2)  The  current  and  future  ability  of 
North  Alabama  and  USS  to  obtain  al¬ 
ternate  supplies  of  SNG  and  natural 
gas  of  either  an  interstate  or  intrastate 
nature. 

(E)  The  above-named  petitioners  are 
hereby  permitted  to  intervene  in  this 
proceeding  subject  to  the  rules  and  regu¬ 
lations  of  this  Commission:  Provided, 
however,  that  the  participation  of  such 
intervenors  shall  be  limited  to  matters 
affecting  asserted  rights  and  interests 
specifically  set  forth  in  said  petitions 
for  leave  to  intervene;  and.  Provided^ 
further,  ^at  the  admission  of  such  par¬ 
ties  as  intervenors  shall  not  be  con¬ 
strued  as  recognition  by  the  Commission 
that  they  or  any  of  them  might  be  ag¬ 
grieved  because  of  any  order  or  orders 
Issued  by  the  Commission  in  this  pro- 

(P)  On  or  before  June  4,  1975,  USS, 
North  Alabama  and  any  supporting 
psuty  shall  file  with  the  Commission 
and  serve  on  all  parties,  including  Com¬ 
mission  Staff,  their  testimony  and  ex¬ 
hibits  in  support  of  their  positions  in-^ 
eluding  the  two  Issues  enumerated 
above. 

(G)  A  Presiding  Administrative  Law 
Judge  to  be  designated  by  the  Chief 
Administrative  Law  Judge — See  Dele¬ 
gation  of  Authority  [18  CFR  3.5(d)  1 — 
shall  preside  at  the  hearing  in  this  pro¬ 
ceeding  in  accordance  with  the  poli¬ 
cies  expressed  in  the  Commission’s  rules 


of  practice  and  procedure  and  the  pur 
poses  expressed  in  this  order. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-13674  Piled  6-22-76;8:46  am] 


[Docket  No.  E-8878]  . 

ALLEGHENY  POWER  SERVICE  CORP. 

Filing  of  Proposed  Fuel  Clause 

Mat  19,  1975. 

Take  notice  that  Allegheny  Power 
Service  Corporation  (Allegheny  Power), 
on  May  7,  1975,  tendered  for  filing  on 
behalf  of  Potomac  Edison  Company 
(Potomac  Edison)  proposed  changes  in 
Potomac  Edison’s  PE»C  Electric  Tariff, 
Volume  No.  2.  The  proposed  changes  re¬ 
flect  a  fuel  clause  provision  in  Potomac 
Edison’s  tariff  which  is  filed  pursuant  to 
Order  No.  517. 

Potomac  Edison’s  tendered  fuel  clause 
is  proposed  to  be  effective  May  1,  1975. 
The  applicant  states  that  since  the  filing 
conforms  to  the  Commission’s  regula¬ 
tions  and  is  supported  by  cost-of -service 
data  filed  in  Docket  No.  E-8878,  it  is  not 
including  any  cost-of -service  support. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  application  should  file  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Commission,  825  North  Cap¬ 
itol  Street,  NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426, 
in  accordance  with  S§  1.8  and  1.10  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure.  All  such  petitibns  or  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  May  28, 1975. 
Protests  will  be  considered  by  the  C(xn- 
mission  in  determining  the  appropriate 
action  to  be  taken,  but  will  not  serve  to 
make  protestants  parties  to  the  proceed¬ 
ing.  Any  person  wishing  to  become  a 
party  must  file  a  petition  to  intervene. 
CTopies  of  this  application  are  on  file  with 
the  Commission  and  are  available  for 
public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary, 

(FR  Doc.75-13637  Filed  5-22-76:8:45  am] 


(Docket  No.  E-9343] 

COLUMBUS  AND  SOUTHERN  OHIO 
ELECTRIC  COMPANY 

Compliance  Filing 

Mat  19,  1975. 

Take  notice  that  on  May  8,  1975, 
Columbus  and  Southern  Ohio  Mectrlc 
Company  (C&S)  tendered  for  filing  cer¬ 
tain  Information  which,  the  Cranpany 
contends,  will  correct  the  deficiency  in  its 
March  27,  1975,  filing  in  the  above- 
referenced  docket.  C&S  states  that  the 
following  information  is  tendered  in  its 
May  8  filing: 

(1)  Test  year  revenue  under  the  pro¬ 
posed  rate  schedule  and  FPC  Order  No. 
517  fuel  adjustment  clause. 


(2)  Revised  Statement  N  showing  a 
comparison  of  these  revenues  with  the 
test  period  allocated  cost  of  service. 

(3)  Rationale  for  the  derivation  of  the 
fuel  adjustment  base. 

(4)  Revised  fuel  adjustment  clause, 
which  indicates  the  manner  in  which 
our  cost  of  fuel  will  be  determined. 

Any  i}erson  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  825  North  Capitol 
Street,  NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in 
accordance  with  SS  1.8  and  1.10  of  the 
Commission’s  niles  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such  peti¬ 
tions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or 
before  May  29, 1975.  Protests  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  by  the  Commissiem  in  determin¬ 
ing  the  appropriate  action  to  be  taken, 
but  will  not  serve  to  make  protestants 
parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  person 
wishing  to  become  a  party  must  file  a 
petition  to  Intervene.  C(H)ies  of  this  fil¬ 
ing  are  on  file  with  the  Commission  and 
are  available  for  public  inspectimi. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.76-13638  Filed  6-22-76:8:46  ami 


[Docket  No.  E-8947] 

DELMARVA  POWER  &  UGHT  CO. 

Conference 

Ma^  19,  1975. 

Take  notice  that  on  May  30,  1975,  a 
conference  of  all  parties  to  intervene  in 
this  proceeding,  Delmarva  Power  &  Light, 
and  the  Ccmunlssion  Staff  will' be  held 
in  the  Commission’s  Conference  Room 
No.  3200,  at  941  North  Capitol  Street,  NE. 
(the  North  Building) ,  Washington,  D.C. 
at  10:00  a.m.  (e.s.t.). 

The  conference  will  be  held  pursuant 
to  S  1.18  (Conferences,  Offers  of  Settle¬ 
ment)  of  the  Commission’s  rules  of  prac¬ 
tice'  and  procedure  (18  CFR  1.18).  Cus¬ 
tomers  and  other  Interested  persons  will 
be  permitted  to  attend,  but  if  such  per¬ 
sons  have  not  previously  been  permitted 
to  intervene  by  order  of  the  Commission, 
such  attendance  at  the  conference  will 
not  be  deemed  to  authorize  such  inter¬ 
vention  as  a  party  in  the  proceedings. 

Copies  of  this  notice  are  being  mailed 
this  date  to  all  Jurisdictional  customers 
and  Interested  State  commissions. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.76-13639  FUed  5-22-75:8:46  am] 


[Docket  No.  E-9443] 

DUKE  POWER  Ca 
Contract  Supplement 

Mat  19, 1975. 

’Take  notice  that  on  May  14, 1975,  Duke 
Power  C^ompany  (Duke)  tendered  for 
filing  a  supplem^t  to  Duke’s  Electric 


FEOEKAL  tEGISTER,  VOL  40,  NO.  101— FRIDAY,  MAY  23,  1975 


'  22606 

Power  Contract  with  the  City  of  Kings 
Moimtaln. 

Duke  states  that  ttiis  contract  is  on 
file  with  the  Commission  as  Duke  Power 
Company  Rate  Schedtile  FPC  No.  260. 

One  dociunent  has  been  submitted  with 
this  filing  entitled  Exhibit  A-l,  Dtiivery 
Point  No.  Temp.  1  and  dated  May  5, 1975. 
Exhibit  A-l,  according  to  Duke,  is  in¬ 
tended  to  delete  Delivery  Point  No.  Temp. 
1  from  the  contract  due  to  the  termina¬ 
tion  of  this  point  of  delivery  at  the  re¬ 
quest  of  the  customer.  Attachment  No.  1, 
states  the  Company,  is  an  estimate  of 
sales  and  revenues  for  the  12  months 
Immediately  preceding  the  effective  date 
of  the  termination.  Duke  also  states  the 
service  will  be  billed  on  Schedule  10,  and 
that  the  Company  has  no  other  rate  for 
similar  service. 

Duke  proposes  an  effective  date  for  the 
supplement  as  April  9, 1975,  and  requests 
waiver  of  the  thirty  day  notice  require¬ 
ment,  imder  paragraph  35.11  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  regulations,  for  the  reason  that 
the  customer  was  unable  to  notify  the 
Company  thirty  days  prior  to  the  actual 
termination  of  this  delivery  point. 

Duke  states  that  a  copy  of  the  tendered 
filing  has  been  mailed  to  Mr.  John  Henry 
Moss,  Mayor,  Kings  Mountain,  North 
Carolina. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  application  should  file  a  pe¬ 
tition  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the 
Federal  Power  Commission,  825  North 
Capitol  Street,  N£.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20426,  in  accordance  with  S§  1.8  and  1.10 
of  the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure.  All  such  petitions  or  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  June  2,  1975. 
Protests  will  be  considered  by  the  Com¬ 
mission  in  determining  the  appropriate 
action  to  be  taken,  but  will  not  serve  to 
make  protestants  parties  to  the  proceed¬ 
ing.  Any  person  wishing  to  broome  a 
par^  must  file  a  petition  to  intervene. 
Copies  of  this  application  are  on  file  with 
the  Commission  and  are  available  for 
public  inspection. 

Kenneth  P.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.75-13640  Piled  5-22-75:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  CS70-151 

ESTATE  OF  RALPH  LOWE,  ET  AL 
Redesignation 

Mat  19,  1975. 

On  September  17,  1974,  MARLO,  INC., 
notified  the  Commission  of  their  name 
change  from  the  former  estate  of  Ralph 
Lowe,  et  al.,  effective  May  1,  1974. 

Notice  is  her^y  given  that  the  small 
producer  certificate  issued  in  the  ediove 
matter  is  redesignated  as  that  of  MARLO, 
INC. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(PR  Doc.75-13643  Piled  5-32-75:8:45  am] 
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[Docket  No.  R-8843] 

HOLYOKE  WATER  POWER  CO.  AND 
HOLYOKE  POWER  AND  ELECTRIC  CO. 

Further  Extension  of  Procedural  Dates 
May  19,  1975. 

On  May  9, 1975,  Chicopee  Electric  Light 
Department  of  Chicopee,  Massachusetts 
filed  a  motion  to  extend  the  procedural 
dates  fixed  by  order  issued  August  9, 
1975,  as  most  recently  modified  by  notice 
issued  March  26,  1975,  in  the  above- 
designated  matter.  The  motion  states 
that  the  parties  have  been  notified  and 
have  no  objection. 

Upon  consideration,  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  the  procedural  dates  in  the 
above  matter  are  modified  as  follows: 

Service  of  Intervener’s  Testimony,  June  18, 
1975. 

Service  of  Company,  Rebuttal,  June  SO,  1975. 
Hearing,  July  15,  1975  (10  am.  e.cLt.). 

Kenneth  F,  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.76-13641  Piled  5-22-75:8:46  am) 


[Docket  No.  RP75-1001 

INTER-CITY  MINNESOTA  PIPELINES,  LTD., 
INC. 

Tariff  Rate  Filing 

May  19,  1975. 

Take  notice  that  on  May  1,  1975,  as 
supplemented  on  May  6, 1975,  Inter-City 
Minnesota  Pipelines,  Ltd.,  Inc.  (Inter- 
City)  filed  herein  certain  revised  tariff 
sheets,*  together  with  cost  of  service  data 
pursuant  to  S  154.63  of  the  Commission’s 
regulations,  and  copies  of  its  financial 
statements  for  the  year  ended  Decem¬ 
ber  31,  1974. 

The  above  filing  was  submitted  by 
Inter-City  apparently  as  an  amendment 
to  its  previous  filing  of  December  5, 1974, 
in  Docket  No.  RP73-66.  However  for  pur¬ 
poses  of  review  and  disposition  by  the 
Commission,  the  filing  will  be  treated  as 
a  new  filing,  and  has  been  assigned  FPC 
Docket  No.  RP75-100. 

The  filing  does  not  indicate  when  the 
subject  tariff  changes  are  proposed  to 
become  effective,  and  it  is  assumed, 
therefore,  for  purposes  of  this  notice, 
that  the  proposed  effective  date  is  June  1, 
1975,  or  30  days  after  filing,  as  prescribed 
by  the  Natural  Gas  Act. 

While  the  transmittal  letter  does  not 
indicate  the  precise  natme  of  the  filing 
nor  its  rate  impact,  a  preliminary  review 
of  the  submittal  indicates  that  Inter-City 
is  proposing  to  increase  its  basic  sales 
and  transportation  rates. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  and  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
filing  should  file  a  petition  to  Intervene 


1  Fourth  Revised  Sheet  No.  4  and  First  Re¬ 
vised  Sheet  Hoe.  8,  11,  and  12  to  mter-Clty’a 
fTC  Oes  Tariff,-  Original  V<dume  No.  1. 


or  protest  with  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  825  North  CiEqiltol  Street  NE., 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in  accordance 
with  the  recrements  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure  (18 
CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such  petitions  or  pro¬ 
tests  should  be  filed  cm  or  before  June  10, 
1975.  Protests  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  in  determining  the  appro¬ 
priate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will  not 
serve  to  make  the  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Aiiy  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  miut  file  a  petition  to 
Intervene.  Inter-City’s  filing  is  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  available  for 
public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-13643  Piled  5-22-75;8:45  am] 


NATIONAL  POWER  SURVEY 
Meeting 

Agenda:  For  a  meeting  of  the  Techni¬ 
cal  Advisory  Committee  on  the  impact  of 
inadequate  electric  power  supply  to  be 
held  at  the  Federal  Power  Commission 
Offices,  825  North  Capitol  Street,  NE., 
Washington,  D.C..  10  a.m.,  June  10, 1975, 
Room  5200. 

1.  Meeting  opened  by  FPC  Coordinat¬ 
ing  Representative. 

2.  Objectives  and  purposes  of  meet¬ 
ing. 

a.  Correction  and  additions  to  minutes 
of  previous  meeting. 

b.  .^;)proval  of  final  draft  of  commit¬ 
tee  report. 

c.  Other  business. 

3.  Adjournment. 

This  meeting  is  open  to  the  public.  Any 
interested  person  may  attend,  appear  be¬ 
fore.  mr  file  statements  with  the  com¬ 
mittee — which  statements,  if  in  written 
form,  may  be  filed  before  or  after  the 
meeting,  or,  if  oral,  at  the  time  and  in 
the  manner  permitted  by  the  committee. 

Kenneth  P.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-13636  Piled  5-22-75:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  CP75-269] 

NATURAL  GAS  PIPEUNE  COMPANY  OF 
AMERICA 

Amendment  to  Application 

May  19.  1975. 

Take  notice  that  on  May  9,  1975,  Nat¬ 
ural  Gas  Pipeline'  Company  of  America 
(Applicant),  122  South  Michigan  Ave¬ 
nue.  Chicago,  Illinois  60603,  filed  in 
Docket  No.  CP75-269  an  amendment  to 
its  application  filed  in  the  subject  docket 
pursuant  to  section  7(c)  of  the  Natural 
Gas  Act  so  as  to  reduce  the  extent  of  the 
facilities  it  proposes  to  construct,  all  as 
more  fully  set  forth  in  the  amendment  to 
the  ai^illcation,  which  is  mi  file  with  the 
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Commissicm  and  open  to  public  Inspec¬ 
tion. 

In  its  original  application,  notice  of 
which  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  April  4,  1975  (40  FR  15130), 
Applicant  requests  authorization  to  sell 
and  deliver  an  additional  147,368  Mcf 
per  day  of  natural  gas  to  certain  of  its 
existing  customers  under  Applicant’s 
Rate  Schedules  WS-1  and  WS-2  and  to 
construct  related  facilities.  Applicant 
states  that  the  application  further  imple¬ 
ments  arrangements  whereby  Applicant 
made  an  advance  payment  to  Shell  Oil 
Company  of  $40  million  in  return  for  the 
right  to  purchase  natural  gas  produced 
from  reserves  offshore  Louisiana. 

In  the  instant  filing  Applicant  pro¬ 
poses  to  construct  2.6  miles  of  30-inch 
pipeline  loop  in  lieu  of  the  11.94  miles  it 
proposed  in  the  original  application.  Ap¬ 
plicant  states  that  the  proposed  reduc¬ 
tion  in  facilities  will  result  in  a  reduction 
in  the  estimated  cost  of  facilities  from 
$9,953,000  to  $5,936,000,  and  will  avoid 
the  proposed  construction  of  looping 
pipeline  in  the  Village  of  South  Barring¬ 
ton,  the  Village  of  North  Barrington  and 
the  Village  of  Barrington  Hills,  or  in 
residential  areas  in  proximity  to  these 
villages,  in  Cook  and  Lake  Counties, 
Illinois. 

Applicant  states  it  is  able  to  reduce 
its  facilities  requirements  as  a  result  of 
its  api^cation  in  Docket  No.  CP7 5-274, 
which  was  filed  subsequent  to  the  appli¬ 
cation  in  the  instant  docket.  In  connec¬ 
tion  with  the  proposal  in  the  application 
in  Docket  No.  CP75-274,  Applicant  would 
receive  natural  gas  from  Michigan  Wis¬ 
consin  Pipe  Line  Company  at  an  existing 
point  of  Interconnection  of  the  two  pipe¬ 
line  systems  near  Woodstock,  Illinois, 
as  part  ot  an  exchange  agreement.  Ap¬ 
plicant  states  that,  since  Woodstock  is  on 
the  north  end  of  its  system.  Applicant 
would  be  able  to  iH'ovide  the  winter  serv¬ 
ice  proposed  in  the  application  in  this 
'docket  to  customers  on  the  north  end  of 
its  system  from  the  gas  redelive^d  at 
Woodstock.  Gas  freed  by  such  displace¬ 
ment  would  then  be  used  to  provide  the 
storage  service  proposed  by  AppUcsmt  in 
its  apidication  in  Docket  No.  CP75-274. 

Applicant  further  states  that  all  other 
proposals  in  the  original  application  in 
Docket  No.  CP75-269  remain  as  set  forth 
in  said  original  i^H^ation. 

Applicant  states  that  the  reduction  in 
facilities  proposed  in  the  instant  amend¬ 
ment  to  the  application  assumes  favor¬ 
able  action  on  its  application  in  Docket 
No.  CP75-274.  but  that  even  if  approval 
of  the  application  in  Docket  No.  CP75- 
274  is  not  received  Applicant  could  meet 
the  peak  winter  day  design  condition  and 
fall  short  by  2  percent  (6,000  Mcf  p&c 
day)  of  meeting  the  peak  hoiu:  day  de¬ 
sign  condition. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
amendment  to  the  application  should  on 
or  before  June  9, 1975,  file  with  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Commission,  Waatdngton, 
D.C.  26426,  a  petition  to  Intervene  or  a 
protest  In  accordance  with  the  require¬ 
ments  of  the  Commission’s  rules  of  prac¬ 
tice  and  procedin-e  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10) 


and  the  regulations  under  the  Natural 
Gas  Act  (18  CFR  157.10).  All  protests 
filed  with  the  Commission  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  by  it  in  determining  the  appro¬ 
priate  action  to  be  taken  but  will  not 
serve  to  make  the  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  A^  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  to  a  puroceeding  or  to  par¬ 
ticipate  as  a  party  in  any  hearing  therein 
must  file  a  petition  to  intervene  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  Commission’s  rules. 
Persons  who  have  already  filed  petitions 
to  Intervene  or  protests  need  not  file 
again. 

Kenneth  F.  PLinra. 

Secretary. 

[FR  I)oc.75-13644  PUed  S-22-78;8:46  am] 


[Docket  No.  CP74-411 

NATURAL  GAS  PIPEUNE  COMPANY  OF 
AMERICA 

Petition  To  Amend 

Mat  19,  1975. 

Take  notice  that  on  May  5.  1975,  Nat¬ 
ural  Gas  Pipeline  Company  of  America 
(PeUUoner),  122  South  Michigan  Ave¬ 
nue,  Chicago,  Illinois  60603.  filed  in 
Docket  No.  CP74-41  a  petition  to  amend 
the  wder  of  the  Commission  issued  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  7(c)  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Act  on  January  11,  1974,  61  FPC  169, 
as  previously  amended  by  an  order  issued 
February  20,  1975,  in  said  docket  by  au¬ 
thorizing  an  increase  in  the  volumes  ci 
natural  gas  to  be  exchanged  with  Mis¬ 
sissippi  River  Transmission  Corporation 
(MRT) ,  all  as  more  fully  set  forth  in  the 
petition  to  amend  which  is  on  file  with 
the  Commission  and  (^n  to  public 
inspection. 

By  the  Commlssimi’s  order  of  Jan¬ 
uary  11.  1974.  as  amended  on  Feb¬ 
ruary  20,  1975,  in  the  subject  docket. 
Petitioner  was  authorized  to  transport 
and  exchange  up  to  150,000  Mcf  of  gas 
per  day  with  MRT  in  Wheeler  Ckmnty, 
Texas,  Randolph  County.  Arkansas,  and 
Clinton  Coimty,  Illinois,  for  a  period  of 
two  years  under  the  terms  of  a  gas  ex¬ 
change  agreement  dated  July  9.  1973,  as 
amended.  Petitioner  states  that  under 
said  exchange  agreement  Petitioner  pur¬ 
chases  up  to  one-third  of  the  gas  de¬ 
livered  by  MRT  and  transports  the  re¬ 
maining  volume  for  redelivery  to  MRT. 

TTie  petition  states  that  petitioner  and 
MRT  have  iCmended  the  subject  ex¬ 
change  agreement  to  increase  the  max¬ 
imum  allowable  exchange  quality  to  200,- 
000  Mcf  of  gas  per  day.  It  is  said  that 
in  all  other  respects  the  gas  purchase 
and  exchange  agreement  authorized  in 
this  docket  remains  unchanged.  Peti¬ 
tioner  states  that  it  will  retain  all  of  the 
Mills  Ranch  gas  delivered  to  it  from 
MRT  during  December  and  through  ter- 
minatitm  of  the  authorization.  Thus,  Pe- 
titimier  states,  approval  of  the  authori¬ 
zation  sought  herein  will  enable  Peti¬ 
tioner  to  augment  its  overall  gas  supply 
during  the  winter  heating  season. 

Petitioner  does  not  propose  to  revise 
its  existing  facilities  to  accommodate  the 
Increased  deliveries  because  the  author¬ 
ization  herein  will  terminate  on  Janu¬ 
ary  11,  1976. 


Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
petition  to  amend  should  on  or  before 
June  5.  1975,  file  with  the  Pederal  Power 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  26426,  a 
petition  to  intervene  or  a  protest  In  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  requlremmts  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the 
Regulations  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
(18  CFR  157.10).  All  protests  filed  with 
the  Commission  will  be  considered  by  it 
in  determining  the  appropriate  action 
to  be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make 
the  protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
to  a  proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a 
party  in  any  hearing  th^ein  must  file 
a  petition  to  Intervene  in  accordance  with 
the  Commission’s  rules. 

KETfWETHF.  PLTTMB, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-13645  Filed  5-22-75;8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  RP74-76J 

NORTHERN  NATURAL  GAS  CO. 
Extension  of  Procedural  Dates 

Mat  19.  1975. 

On  May  6,  1975,  Nmrthem  Natural 
(jras  Company  filed  a  moilon  to  extend 
the  parocedural  dates  fixed  by  order  is¬ 
sued  April  1.  1975,  in  the  above-desig¬ 
nated  matter. 

Upon  consideration,  notice  la  hereby 
glvm  that  the  procedural  dates  in  the 
above  matter  are  modified  as  follows; 

Service  of  Company’s  Supplemental  Testi¬ 
mony.  July  8, 1975. 

Service  of  Staff’s  and  Interveoor*s  Testimony, 
August  8, 1975. 

Service  of  Company  Rebuttal,  August  29, 
1975. 

Hearing,  September  9.  1975  (10  a.m.  e.d.t.). 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.76-13646  Plied  6-22-76:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  RP72-164:PGA75-5] 

NORTHWEST  PIPEUNE  CORP. 

Change  in  Rates  Pursuant  to  Purchased 
Gas  Co«ts  Adjustment 

Mat  19,  1975. 

Take  notice  that  Northwest  Pipeline 
ConxHration,  on  May  15,  1975,  tendered 
for  filing  and  acceptance  a  notice  of 
change  in  rates  applicable  to  service 
rendered  under  rate  schedules  affected 
by  and  subject  to  the  Purclmsed  Gas 
Cost  Adjustment  Provision  (“PGAC”), 
as  contained  in  its  FPC  Gas  Tariff, 
Original  Volume  No.  1.  The  proposed 
change  in  rates  wcadd  increase  revenues 
from  jurisdictional  sales  and  service  by 
$115,886,308  b€used  on  the  12-month 
period  ending  December  31, 1974. 

Such  change  in  rates  is  occasioned  by 
a  substantial  increase  in  the  cost  of 
Canadian  gas  purchased  by  Northwest 
from  its  Canadian  pipeline  supi^ier, 
Westcoast  Transaaission  Compcmy, 
Limited  (“Westcoast”).  in  compliance 
with  the  Canadian  Government’s  deci¬ 
sion  to  Increase  the  border  export  price 
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to  $1.40  per  Mcf.  effective  August  1. 
1975.  Nmiliwest  obtains  ai4>roxiinately 
two-tblrds  of  its  total  gas  supply  from 
Westooast.  A  border  expmrt  price  of  $1.40 
will  result  in  an  annualized  Increase  in 
Northwest’s  purchased  gas  cost  expense 
amounting  to  $117,413,539,  v^ich 
equates  to  an  Increase  of  2.6304  per 
therm  above  the  curroitly  effective  rates. 
While  this  tariff  filing  covers  (Mily  the 
effect  of  the  Canadian  price  Increase  to 
$1.40  per  Mcf  on  August  1,  1975,  North¬ 
west  will  make  an  appropriate  tariff 
filing  later  to  cover  the  Canadian  price 
Increase  to  $1.60  per  Mcf,  effective  No¬ 
vember  1, 1975.  Northwest  estimates  that 
the  November  1,  1975  price  Increase  will 
result  in  Increased  gas  purchased  costs 
of  i^vroximat^  $58.6  million  so  that 
the  total  the  August  1  and  Novem¬ 
ber  1,  1975  increases  is  estimated  to  be 
$176,000,000. 

Although  Northwest’s  POA  provides 
for  the  tracking  of  changes  in  the  cost 
of  purchased  gas  each  six  months. 
Northwest  emphasizes  that  the  magni¬ 
tude  of  the  Increase  in  Northwest’s  pur¬ 
chased  gas  cost  expense  requires  im¬ 
mediate  rate  relief  oa  a  firm  basis  con- 
curroitly  with  the  effective  date  of  the 
increased  export  price.  Northwest  re¬ 
spectfully  requests  that  waiver  be 
granted  of  Northwest’s  POAC  and  appli¬ 
cable  Commission  regulations,  as  nec¬ 
essary,  so  as  to  permit  acceptance  and 
^ectiveness  of  the  tendered  change  in 
rates  on  August  1, 1975. 

Cc^ies  of  this  filing  have  been  served 
upon  Northwest’s  jurisdictkmal  custom- 
^  and  affected  state  commissions. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  Ntid  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  825  North  Capitol 
Street,  NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in 
accordance  with  S§  1-8  and  1.10  of  .the 
C(Mnmlsslan’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro- 
eediu«  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such  pe¬ 
titions  or  protests  ^ould  be  filed  on  or 
before  June  5, 1975.  Protests  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  by  the  Commission  in  determin¬ 
ing  the  appropriate  acticm  to  be  taken, 
but  will  not  serve  to  make  protestants 
parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  person 
wishing  to  bectxne  a  party  must  file  a 
petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this  fil¬ 
ing  are  on  file  with  the  Commission  and 
are  available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  P.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.76-13647  Piled  5-22-76:8:46  am] 


[Docket  No.  RP75-101] 

PACIFIC  GAS  TRANSMISSION  CO. 

Rate  Change 

Mat  19,  1975. 

Take  notice  that  on  May  13, 1975,  Pa¬ 
cific  Oas  Transmission  Company  (PGT) 
tendered  for  filing  a  *notlce  Of  Rate 
Change  To  Refiect  Increases  In  ’The 
Price  Ot  Canadian  Oas  In  Cost  Of  Serv¬ 


ice  Charges,  And  Request  For  Expedited 
Consideration.” 

POT  states  that  its  filing  is  made  in 
compliance  with  this  Commission’s  or¬ 
ders  in  Docket  No.  RP73-111  which  re¬ 
quire  POT  to  make  filings  piu’suant  to 
Section  4  of  Uie  Natural  Oas  Act  before 
there  is  refiected  in  POT’s  cost  of  service 
charges  any  Increase  In  the  cost  of  gas 
imposed  or  required  by  Canadian  au¬ 
thorities. 

POT  indicates  that  its  filing  will  ef¬ 
fect  increases  In  rates  charged  under  its 
PL-l  rate  schedule  which  is  applicable 
only  to  sales  of  gas  made  by  POT  to  its 
one  customer  for  sale.  Pacific  Oas  and 
Electric  Company.  POT  states  that  no 
other  rate  schedule  is  affected. 

The  filed  changes  in  rates  will  re¬ 
fiect  in  POT’S  cost  of  service  charges  cer¬ 
tain  Increases  mandated  by  Canadian 
authorities  in  the  price  of  gas  imported 
from  Canada,  commencing  August  1, 
1975,  and  November  1,  1975.  POT  ob¬ 
tains  its  entire  supply  of  gas  from  Can¬ 
ada  at  a  present  border  price  of  $1.00 
(Canadian)  per  MMBtu.  POT  recites 
that  on  May  5,  1975,  the  Canadian  Oov- 
ernment  announced  that  existing  ex¬ 
port  licenses  would  be  amended  to  es¬ 
tablish  a  border  price  of  $1.40  (Cana¬ 
dian)  per  MMBtu  ot  gas  commencing 
August  1,  1975,  and  increasing  to  $1.60 
(Canadian)  per  MMBtu  commencing 
November  1,  1975.  On  the  basis  of  pres¬ 
ent  volumes  and  Btu  content,  and  a 
given  U.S.-Canadlan  monetary  exchange 
rate,  POT  estimates  that  the  effect  of 
the  August  1,  1975,  Increase  would  be 
approximately  $162,668,000  (UB.)  on  an 
annualized  basis,  although  it  should  be 
noted  that  this  increase  to  $1.40  (Canad¬ 
ian)  will  be  in  effect  for  only  three 
months.  The  November  1,  1975,  Increase 
to  $1.60  (Canadian)  will,  according  to 
POT’S  estimate,  amount  to  approxi¬ 
mately  $244,001,000  (U.S.)  in  increased 
annual  costs. 

POT  advises  that  copies  of  its  filing 
have  been  mailed  to  its  customers  and  to 
Interested  state  commissions.  POT  re¬ 
quests  that  expedited  consideration  be 
^ven  to  the  Instant  filing. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  Intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  C(Hnmlssion,  825  North  Capitol 
Street  NE.,  Washington.  D.C.  20426,  in 
accordance  with  S8  1.8  and  1.10  of  the 
Ccanmlssiwi’s  rules  of  practice  and  proce¬ 
dure  (18  CFR  1.8  and  1.10) .  All  such  peti¬ 
tions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or 
before  Jime  3, 1975.  Protests  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  by  the  Ccunmisslon  in  determin¬ 
ing  the  a]n>ropriate  action  to  be  taken 
but  will  not  serve  to  make  protestants 
parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  person 
wishing  to  become  a  party  must  file  a 
petition  to  Intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing 
are  on  file  with  the  Commission  and  are 
available  for  public  inspection. 

Kxnnxth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary, 

[FR  Doc.76-13648  Filed  6-22-76:8:46  am] 


[Docket  No.  CP76-249] 

PACIFIC  INTERSTATE  TRANSMISSION  CO. 

Supplement  to  Application 

Mat  19,  1975. 

Take  notice  that  (m  Amll  30,  1975, 
Pacific  Interstate  Transmission  Company 
(Applicant) ,  720  West  Eighth  Street,  Los 
Angeles.  California -90017,  filed  In  Docket 
No.  CP75-249  a  8UiH>lement  to  its  appli¬ 
cation  filed  in  the  subject  docket  on 
March  3, 1975,  pursuant  to  section  7(c)  of 
the  Natural  Oas  Act  by  submitting  Ex¬ 
hibit  H  (gas  suimly  data)  and  Exhibit  P 
(pro  forma  tariff)  In  compliance  with 
88  157.14(a)  (10)  and  157.14(a)  (18)  of  the 
Ccmunission’s  regulations  (18  CFR  157.14 
(a)  (10)  and  (18)),  respectively,  and  by 
submitting  letters  frmn  El  Paso  Natmal 
Oas  Company  and  Northwest  Pipeline 
Corporation  evidencing  a  willingness  to 
assist  Applicant  in  connection  with  the 
alternate  proposal  of  Interstate  Trans - 
misslcm  Associates  (Arctic)  (ITAA),  all 
as  more  fully  set  forth  In  the  supple¬ 
ment  which  Is  on  file  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion  and  open  to  public  Inspection. 

In  its  March  3,  1975,  application  Ap¬ 
plicant  seeks  certification  for  a  sale  for 
resale  of  natural  gas  In  Interstate  com¬ 
merce  to  Southern  California  (3as  Com¬ 
pany,  an  affiliate  of  Applicant.  Applicant 
proposes  to  transport  gas  from  Alaska’s 
north  slope  through  Canada  Into  the 
coterminous  states  of  the  United  States 
by  means  of  the  facilities  of  Alaskan 
Arctic  Oas  Pipeline  Company  (Alaskan 
Arctic)  and  Canadian  Aictic  Gas  Pipe¬ 
line*  Limited.  At  the  U.S.-Canadlan 
border  near  Klngsgate,  British  Colum¬ 
bia,  ITAA  would  transport  the  gas  for  the 
account  of  Applicant  to  Interconnections 
with  other  pipelines  for  delivery  to  west¬ 
ern  region  markets  pursuant  to  ITAA’s 
application,  as  su];H}lemented,  In  Docket 
No.  C7P74-292.  The  application  In  the 
Instant  docket  does  not  Include  certain 
required  exhibits.  Including  Exhibits  H 
and  P,  which  are  Included  in  the  Instant 
supplement. 

Applicant  notes  that  ITAA  has  pro¬ 
posed,  In  Its  third  supplement  to  its 
application  In  Docket  No.  CP74-292,  a 
277-mile  pipeline  system  from  Klngsgate 
to  Stanfield,  Oregon,  which  system  Is 
alternative  to  the  pipeline  system  origi¬ 
nally  proposed  by  ITAA.  To  Implement 
the  alternative  ITAA  proposal  If  It  were 
approved.  Applicant  states  that  El  Paso 
Natural  Oas  Company  and  Northwest 
Pipeline  Company  have  offered  technical 
advice  and  assistance  relative  to  the 
utilization  of  their  facilities.^ 

’Taking  account  of  ITAA’s  dual  pro¬ 
posals,  Applicant  submits  herein  as  Ex¬ 
hibit  P  two  pro  forma  tariffs  under  which 
Applicant  could  operate.  The  first  Is  said 
to  cover  the  original  ITAA  proposal  of  a 
pipeline  877  miles  In  length  extending 
from  Klngsgate  to  the  Californla-Nevada 


*E1  Paso's  offer  to  stated  to  be  without 
prejudice  to  S  Paso's  present  preference  for 
the  project  projxMed  by  B  Paso  Alaska  Oonk- 
pany  In  Docket  Ifo.  OP76-06. 
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border:  the  second  Is  to  cover  the  alter¬ 
native  pipeline  to  Stanfield,  Oregon.  The 
application  Indicates  that  both  tariffs 
are  based  upon  cost-of -service  and  con¬ 
template  a  return  on  equity  of  16  percent. 

In  compliance  with  S  157.14(a)  (10)  of 
the  Regulations  Applicant  also  submits 
herein  gas  supply  data.  Applicant  states 
that  It  has  obtidned  through  Its  affiliate. 
Pacific  Lighting  Gas  Development  Com¬ 
pany  (PLOD),  exclusive  negotiating 
rights  to  60  percent  of  Atlantic  Richfield 
Company’s  (Atlantic  Richfield)  working 
Interest  In  the  Prudhoe  OH  Pool  and  as¬ 
sociated  gas  caps  In  exchange  for  $420 
million  to  be  financed  by  Applicant 
through  borrowings  from  banks  and  in¬ 
stitutional  lenders.  Applicant  submits  In 
the  Instant  supplement  the  funding 
agreement  between  PLOD  and  Atlantic 
Richfield  dated  March  25,  1975.  Appli¬ 
cant  states  that  It  has  also  acquired 
through  PLOD  from  Mono  Power  Com¬ 
pany  various  Interests  In  the  explora¬ 
tion  program  lii  the  Kavlk-North  Slope 
area  in  Alaska  which  It  Is  contemplate 
will  provide  Applicant  with  a  source  of 
dry  gas.*  Applicant  states  that  It  adopts 
the  estimates  of  recoverable  reserves  and 
dellverability  for  the  Prudhoe  Bay  and 
Mackenzie  Delta  gas  supply  areas  set 
forth  in  Exhibit  H  of  Alaskan  Arctic’s 
application  In  Docket  No.  CP74-239. 

Because  Applicant  proposes  only  to 
transport  and  sell  gas  and  not  to  con¬ 
struct  facilities,  Applicant  states  that 
Exhibit  O  (fiow  diagrams)  is  omitted  as 
being  Inapplicable  and  that  Exhibit  L 
(financing)  is  omitted  as  being  inde¬ 
terminable  at  this  time.  Furthermore, 
Applicant  states  that  it  is  unable  at  this 
time  to  provide  an  estimate  of  the  full 
cost  of  transpM-tation  to  its  custcuners 
if  the  alternative  pipeline  proposal  by 
ITAA  Is  adopted.  Accordingly,  Applicant 
requests  waiver  of  Commission  require¬ 
ments  under  Section  157.14  to  the  extent 
necessary  to  permit  the  supplementation 
of  its  application  proposed  herein. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
supplement  should  on  or  before  May  30, 
1975,  file  with  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  Intervene  or  a  protest  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  requirements  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
,(18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the  regulations 
imder  Uie  Natural  Gas  Act  (18  CFR  157.- 
10) .  All  protests  filed  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion  will  be  considered  by  it  hi  determin¬ 
ing  the  appropriate  action  to  be  taken 
but  will  not  serve  to  make  the  protestants 
parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  person 
wishing  to  become  a  party  to  a  proceed¬ 
ing  or  to  participate  as  a  party  in  any 
hearing  therein  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene  in  accordance  with  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules.  Any  person  who  has 
heretofore  filed  a  petition  to  intervene, 
notice  of  intervention  or  protest  to  the 


>  Applicant  states  that  the  funding  agree¬ 
ments  between  various  producers  and  Mono 
Power  Company,  Natural  Gas  Corporation  of 
California  and  El  Paso  have  been  filed  in 
Docket  No.  RP72-H6. 


granting  of  the  application  In  this  pro¬ 
ceeding  need  not  file  again. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretarf. 

[PR  Doc.75-1364a  PUed  6-22-76:8:46  am] 


[Docket  No.  E-B434] 

PUBLIC  SERVICE  INDIANA 
Termination  of  Interconnection  Agreement 
May  19,  1975. 

Take  notice  that  Public  Service  Indi¬ 
ana  (PSD ,  tendered  for  filing  on  April  7, 
1975,  by  letter,  notice  of  its  intention 
to  terminate  its  interconnection  agree¬ 
ment  with  the  City  of  Crawfordsville, 
Indiana  (City). 

PSI  states  that  the  interconnection 
agreement  is  dated  March  6,  1968;  is  on 
file  with  the  FPC  as  Rate  Schedule  PPC 
No.  211 ;  and  that  PSl’s  action  is  pursuant 
to  S  10.2  of  Article  10  of  said  agreement. 

PSI  states  that  it  intends  to  terminate 
the  agreement  at  the  end  of  the  fixed 
term  of  ten  consecutive  years,  provided 
by  the  agreement 

PSI  states  that  City’s  contention  before 
the  FPC  that  the  present  interconnection 
agreement  is  a  fixed  rate  contract  and 
that  the  rates  incorporated  th^ein  can¬ 
not  be  changed  by  PSI  even  in  the  light 
of  PSl’s  escalating  costs  makes  it  neces¬ 
sary  for  PSI  to  give  this  “notice  of  ter¬ 
mination’’. 

PSI  states  that  this  "notice’’  is  given 
more  than  30  months  prior  to  the  termi¬ 
nation  of  the  fixed  term  of  the  present 
interconnection  agreement  so  that  there 
is  ample  time  for  PSI  and  the  City  to 
negotiate  a  new  interccmnectlon  agree¬ 
ment. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petitkxi 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  825  North  Capitol 
Street,  NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in 
accordance  with  §§  1.8  and  I.IC  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such  peti¬ 
tions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or 
before  Jime  3, 1975.  Protests  will  be  c<m- 
sidered  by  the  Commission  in  deter¬ 
mining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  pro¬ 
testants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  A  party  must 
file  a  petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this 
filing  are  on  file  with  t.h«»  Commission 
and  are  available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-13650  Filed  5-22-7^8:46  am) 


[Docket  No.  RP72-98;  APT6-1] 

TEXAS  eastern  TRANSMTSStON  CORP. 

Proposed  Changes  in  FPC  Gas  Tariff 
May  19,  1975. 

Take  notice  that  Texas  Eastern  Trans¬ 
mission  Corporation  on  May  1,  1975, 
tendered  for  filing  proposed  changes  in 
its  FPC  Gas  Tariff,  Fourth  Revised  Vol¬ 
ume  No.  1,  the  following  sheets: 


Eleventh  Revised  Sheet  No.  14 
Eleventh  Revised  Sheet  No.  14A 
Eleventh  Revised  Sheet  No.  14B 
Elevuith  Revised  Sheet  No.  14C 
Eleventh  Revised  Sheet  No.  14D 

Texas  Eastern  is  reducing  its  rates 
pursuant  to  Article  VI,  Second  Revised 
Stipulation  and  Agreement  dated 
July  25,  1973,  luider  Docket  No.  RP72- 
98.  The  proposed  effective  date  the 
above  tariff  sheets  is  June  1,  1975. 

Copies  of  the  filing  were  served  upon 
the  company’s  Jurisdictional  customers 
and  interested  state  commissions. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  Intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  825  North  Capitol 
Street,  NE.,  Washlnfft(Hl,  D.C.  20426,  in 
accordance  with  SS  1.8  and  1.10  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  praetlee  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such  pe¬ 
titions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or 
before  May  30,  1975.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  In  deter¬ 
mining  the  apprcH^rlate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  win  not  serve  to  make  pro¬ 
testants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party  must 
file  a  petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of 
this  filing  are  on  file  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion  and  are  avaUable  for  pubUc 
inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-13681  FUed  6-22-75:8:45  am] 


[Docket  Nos.  RP75-S:  RP74-48] 

TRANSCONTINENTAL  GAS  PIPE  LINE 
CORP. 

Further  Extension  of  Procedural  Dates 
May  19,  1975. 

On  May  14,  1975,  Transcontinental 
Gas  Pipe  Line  Corporation  filed  a  mo¬ 
tion  to  extend  the  procedural  dates  fixed 
by  order  issued  August  30,  1974,  as  most 
recently  modifled  by  notice  issued 
April  25,  1975,  in  the  above-designated 
matter.  This  schedule  would  iqiply  to 
issues  not  settled  and  submitted  to  the 
Commission  on  May  13,  1975.  The  mo¬ 
tion  states  that  the  parties  have  been 
notified  and  have  no  objection. 

Upon  consideration,  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  the  procedural  dates  in  the 
above  matter  are  modified  as  follows: 

Service  of  Company  Supplemental  Testi¬ 
mony  on  Unsettled  Issues,  June  2,  1975. 
Service  of  Staff’s  Supplemental  Teetlmony 
on  Unsettled  Issues,  June  IS,  1975. 
Service  of  Intervenors  Supplemental  Testi¬ 
mony  on  Unsettled  Issues,  July  7,  1975. 
Service  of  Company  Rebuttal  on  Unsettled 
Issues,  July  17,  1976. 

Hearing,  July  29,  1975  (10  a.m.  e.d.t.). 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-13652  FUed  5-22-75:8:45  am] 
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(Docket  No.  E-81471 

VIRGINIA  ELECTRIC  AND  POWER  CO. 
Further  Extemion  of  Procedural  Dates 
Mat  19.  1975. 

On  May  8,  1975,  Staff  Counsel  filed  a 
motlcMi  to  extend  the  Phase  I  procedural 
dates  fixed  by  order  Issued  January  22, 
1975,  as  most  recently  modified  by  no¬ 
tice  issued  April  2,  1975,  in  the  above- 
designated  matter.  On  May  13.  1975, 
Electricities  of  North  Carolina  filed  a 
motion  to  extend  the  Phase  n  proce¬ 
dural  dates.  The  latter  moticm  states 
that  the  parties  have  been  notified  and 
have  no  objectioii. 

Upon  consideraticm,  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  the  procedural  dates  in  the 
above  matter  are  modified  as  follows: 
Phasx  I 

Serrioe  of  Staff’s  Tsstimony,  July  16, 1975. 
Service  of  Intervenor’s  Testimony,  July  29, 
1975. 

Service  of  Company  Rebuttal,  August  12, 

1975. 

Hearing,  August  26, 1976  (10  ajn.  e.d.t.) . 
Service  of  Interven(»‘’s  Testimony.  July  16, 

1976. 

Service  of  Staff’s  ’Testimony,  August  6, 1976. 
Swvlce  of  Company  Direct  Testimony.  Au¬ 
gust  26,  1976. 

Service  of  Xntervenor’s  Rebuttal,  September 
9,  1975. 

Hearing,  SeptembM’  23, 1976  (10  a.m.  e.d.t.) . 

Kenneth  F.  Pluicb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  DOC.76-1S663  Plied  6-22-76;  8:45  am] 

FEDERAL  TRADE  COMMISSION 

PROPOSED  CORPORATE  PATTERNS 
SURVEY  FOR  1972 

Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Federal 
Trade  Commission  will  meet  on  Thurs¬ 
day,  June  12,  1975,  at  10:00  a.m.,  in 
Room  432  of  the  Federal  Trade  Commis¬ 
sion  Building,  6th  b  Penn.  Ave.,  NW., 
WashLiffton,  D.C..  with  representatives 
of  the  office  of  Maiiagement  and  Budget, 
and  thu  Bureau  of  the  Census,  to  con¬ 
sider  the  impact  of  the  Commissicm’s 
Proposed  Corporate  Patterns  Survey  for 
1972  upon  the  data-gathering  functions 
of  the  Bureau  of  the  Census. 

The  meeting  will  be  open  to  the  public 
as  space  is  available. 

Further  information  regarding  this 
scheduled  meeting  may  be  obtained  by 
telephcme  from  Nathaniel  Oreenspim, 
Area  Code  202,  254-7686.  Written  in¬ 
quiries  should  be  addressed  to  Uie  As¬ 
sistant  Director  for  Industry  Analy^, 
Federal  Trade  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20580. 

Issued  by  direction  of  the  C<Hnmission 
of  May  13, 1975. 

Chaklks  a.  TObik, 
SecreUiry. 

(IB  Doc.76-13608  FUed  6-22-76;8:46  am] 


GENERAL  ACCOUNTING  OFFICE 

FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

Receipt  of  Regulatory  Reports  Review 
Proposal 

The  following  request  for  clearance  of 
an  api^lcation  intended  for  use  in  ool- 
lectl^  information  from  the  public  was 
received  by  the  Regulatory  Reports  Re¬ 
view  Staff,  OAO,  on  May  16,  1975.  See 
44  U.S.C.  3512  (c)  k  (d).  The  purpose  of 
publishing  this  notice  in  the  Federal 
Register  is  to  Inform  the  public  of  such 
receipt. 

The  notice  includes  the  title  of  the  re¬ 
quest  received;  the  name  of  the  agency 
sponsoring  the  proposed  collection  of  in¬ 
formation;  the  agency  form  number,  if 
applicable;  and  the  frequency  with 
which  the  information  is  proposed  to  be 
collected. 

Written  comments  on  the  proposed 
FCC  form  are  invited  from  all  Interested 
persons,  organizations,  public  Interest 
groups,  and  affected  businesses.  Because 
of  the  Umited  amount  of  time  OAO  has 
to  review  the  m-oposed  form,  comments 
(in  trii^lcate)  must  be  received  on  or 
before  June  10,  1975,  and  should  be  ad¬ 
dressed  to  Mr.  Monte  Canfield,  Jr.,  Di¬ 
rector,  Office  of  Special  Progimns, 
United  States  General  Accovmtlng  Office, 
425  I  Street,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20548. 

Further  information  may  be  obtained 
from  the  Regulatory  Reports  Review 
Offioer,  202-37&-5425. 

Federal  Comhttnications  Commission 

Request  for  clearance  of  an  extension 
(no  change)  of  FCC  Form  915,  Priority 
Request  and  Certification  to  be  filed  by 
Industrial/CkMnmerclal  users  of  com- 
mimications  common  carriers’  leased  in¬ 
tercity  private  line  services  when  re¬ 
questing  a  priority  for  the  restoration  of 
leased  Intercity  private  line  service  if 
service  is  Interrupted  pursuant  to  FCC 
Rules  and  Regulations  (8  64.401  and  Ap¬ 
pendix  A  to  Part  64) .  It  is  estimated  that 
respondent  burden  would  average  one 
hour  per  response.  There  will  be  no  proc¬ 
essing  of  FCC  Form  915  until  the  resolu¬ 
tion  of  FCX;’s  Notice  of  Proposed  Rule 
XJaJrlng  of  AUgUSt  18,  1971  (Docket  No. 
19308)  in  the  matter  of  an  amendment 
to  Part  64  of  the  Commission's  Rules  to 
provide  for  a  new  priority  system  for  use 
and  restoration  of  leased  intercity  pri¬ 
vate  line  services.  Upon  resolution  of 
Docket  No.  19308,  it  is  anticipated  that 
approximately  1000  requests  will  be  proc¬ 
essed  during  the  first  year  after  such 
resolution. 

Norman  F.  Hetl, 

Regulatory  Reports 
Review  Officer. 
(FB  Doc.76-18664  Filed  6-33-76;8:46  am] 


FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 

Receipt  of  Regulatory  Reports  Review 
Proposal 

The  following  request  for  clearance  of 
a  report  intended  for  use  in  collecting  in¬ 
formation  from  the  public  was  received 
by  the  Regulatory  Reports  Review  Staff. 
GAO,  on  May  16, 1975.  See  44  U.S.C.  3512 
(c)  li  (d) .  The  purpose  of  publishing  this 
notice  in  the  Federal  Register  is  to  in¬ 
form  the  public  of  such  receipt 

The  notice  includes  the  title  of  the  re¬ 
quest  received;  the  name  of  the  agency 
sponsoring  the  proposed  collection  of  in¬ 
formation;  the  agency  form  number,  if 
applicable;  and  the  frequency  with  which 
the  Information  is  proposed  to  be  col¬ 
lected. 

Written  comments  on  the  proposed  re¬ 
port  form  are  invited  from  all  interested 
persons,  organizations;  public  Interest 
groups,  and  affected  businesses.  Because 
of  the  limited  amount  of  time  GAO  has 
to  review  the  proposed  form,  comments 
(in  triplicate)  must  be  received  on  or 
before  June  10.  1975,  and  should  be  ad¬ 
dressed  to  Mr.  Monte  Canfield,  Jr.,  Di¬ 
rector,  Office  of  Special  Programs.  United 
States  General  Accoimting  Office,  425  I 
Street,  N.W.,  Washington.  D.C.  20548. 

Further  information  may  be  obtained 
from  the  Regulatory  Reports  Review  Of¬ 
ficer.  202-376-5425. 

pgDERAL  Power  Commission 

On  April  3.  1970,  the  Federal  Power 
Commission  (FE*C)  Issued  Order  No. 
398 — acting  pursuant  to  the  Federal  Pow¬ 
er  Act,  as  amended,  particularly  sections 
304,  309,  and  311  thereof  (49  Btat.  855, 
858,  and  859;  16  U.S.C.  825c,  825h  and 
825j) — adding  a  new  Section  141.27  im- 
plentlng  Form  No.  82.  Report  of  Changes 
in  Retail  Rates,  prescriUng  the  report¬ 
ing  within  sixty  days  of  the  effective  date 
of  a  new  retail  rate  schedule  or  change 
of  an  existing  retail  rate  schedule  the  12- 
month  dollar  effect  of  such  change.  Ini¬ 
tially,  Form  82  was  approved  by  the  Bu¬ 
reau  of  the  Budget,  for  a  period  ending 
June  30,  1975.  FPC  is  requesting  an  ex¬ 
tension  no  change  of  this  form.  Respond¬ 
ents  are  electric  utilities  that  serve  com¬ 
munities  of  2,500  people  or  more  and 
there  will  be  approximately  350  respond¬ 
ents  per  year.  It  is  estimated  that  an  av¬ 
erage  of  8  man-hours  will  be  required 
per  response.  The  Information  collected 
through  Form  82  will  continue  to  be 
made  available  to  the  Congress,  to  other 
Government  agencies  and  to  the  general 
public  in  a  quarterly  press  release. 

Norman  F.  Hetl, 
Regulatory  Reports 
Review  Officer. 

(FR  Doc.75-13655  Filed  6-22-76:8:46  am] 
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NATIONAL  ADVISORY  COUNCIL  ON 
THE  EDUCATION  OF  DISADVAN¬ 
TAGED  CHILDREN 
CHILD  AND  FAMILY  SERVICES 
Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to  PL 
92-463,  that  the  next  meeting  of  the  Na- 
ti(xial  Advisory  Council  on  the  Education 
of  Disadvantaged  Children  will  be  held 
on  June  13,  1975  from  9:00  a.m.-4:30 
p.m.,  in  the  Snow  Room  of  the  HEW 
North  Building  located  at  330  C  Street, 
SW.,  Room  5051,  Washington,  D.C.;  and 
on  June  14,  1975  from  9:00  a.m.-3:00 
p.m. — the  meeting  will  be  held  at  425 
Thirteenth  Street,  NW..  Suite  1012, 
Washington,  D.C. 

The  National  Advisory  Coimcil  on  the 
Education  of  Disadvantaged  Children  is 
established  imder  section  148  of  the 
Elementary  and  Secondary  Act  (20  U.S.C. 
2411)  to  advise  the  President  and  the 
Congress  on  the  efFectiveness  of  compen¬ 
satory  education  to  improve  the  educa¬ 
tional  attainment  of  disadvantaged  chil¬ 
dren. 

The  meeting  of  the  13th  will  include 
briefings  by  specialists  in  Early  Childhood 
Education.  The  agenda  of  the  14th  in¬ 
cludes  a  detailed  plan  of  site  visits,  the 
smnmer  meeting  schedule,  and  a  discus¬ 
sion  of  the  Child  and  Family  Services 
Act. 

Because  of  limited  space,  all  persons 
wishing  to  attend  should  call  for  reserva¬ 
tions  by  June  4,  1975,  Area  Code  202/ 
382-6945. 

Records  shall  be  kept  of  all  Council 
proceedings  and  shall  be  available  for 
public  inspection  at  the  Office  of  the 
National  Advisory  Coimcil  on  the  Edu¬ 
cation  of  Disadvantaged  Children,  lo¬ 
cated  at  425-13th  Street,  NW.,  Suite 
1012,  Washington,  D.C. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  on  May  19, 
1975. 

Roberta  Lovenheih, 
Executive  Director, 

{FR  DOC.7&-13604  Filed  6-23-75:8:45  am] 

NATIONAL  AERONAUTICS  AND 
SPACE  ADMINISTRATION 

(Notice  75-83] 

NASA  WAGE  COMMITTEE 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  section 
10  of  the  Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act 
(Pub.  L.  92^63),  notice  is  hereby  given 
that  a. meeting  of  the  National  Aero¬ 
nautics  and  Space  Administration  Wage 
Committee  is  scheduled  for  Jime  24. 1975, 
from  1:30  p.m.  to  4:30  p.m.  The  meeting 
will  be  held  in  Room  226-B,  600  Inde¬ 
pendence  Avenue,  Washington,  D.C. 
20546. 

The  Committee’s  primary  responsibil¬ 
ity  is  to  consider  and  make  recommenda¬ 
tions  to  the  Director  of  Personnel,  Na¬ 
tional  Aeronautics  and  Space  Adminis¬ 
tration,  on  all  matters  involved  in  the 
development  and  authorization  of  a  wage 
schedule  for  the  Cleveland,  Ohio  wage 
area  pursuant  to  Pub.  L.  92-392. 


The  approved  agenda  of  the  Commit¬ 
tee  provides  that  it  will  consider  wage 
survey  data,  local  reports,  recimunenda- 
tions,  and  statistical  analyses,  and  pro¬ 
posed  wage  schedules  derived  therefrom. 

Under  the  provisions  of  section  10(d) 
of  Pub.  L.  92-463  and  5  U.S.C.  552(b)  (4) 
It  has  been  determined  that  this  meeting 
will  be  closed  to  the  public. 

However,  members  of  the  public  who 
may  wish  to  do  so  are  invited  to  submit 
material  in  writing  to  the  Chairman  con¬ 
cerning  matters  felt  to  be  deserving  of 
the  Committee’s  attention.  Additional  in¬ 
formation  concerning  this  meeting  may 
be  obtained  by  contacting  the  Chairman, 
National  Aeronautics  and  Space  Admin¬ 
istration  Wage  Committee,  Mail  Stop  3-9, 
Lewis  Research  Center,  National  Aero¬ 
nautics  and  Space  Administration,  21000 
Brookpark  Road,  Cleveland,  Ohio  44135. 

Dated:  May  16, 1975. 

Dttward  L.  Crow, 
Assistant  Administrator  for 
DOD  and  Interagency  Affairs, 
National  Aeronautics  and 
Space  Administration. 

(FR  Doc.75-13518  FUed  5-22-75;8:45  am] 


SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

(FUe  No.  500-1] 

CANADIAN  JAVELIN,  LTD. 

Suspension  of  Trading 

May  16,  1975. 

The  common  stock  of  Canadian  Jav¬ 
elin,  Ltd.  being  traded  on  the  American 
Stock  Exchange  pursuant  to  provisions  of 
the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934  and 
all  other  securities  of  Canadian  Javelin, 
Ltd.  being  traded  otherwise  than  on  a 
national  securities  exchange;  and 

It  appearing  to  the  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission  that  the  summary 
suspension  of  trading  in  such  securities 
<m  such  exchange  and  otherwise  than  on 
a  national  securities  exchange  is  required 
in  the  public  Interest  and  for  the  protec¬ 
tion  of  investors; 

’Therefore,  pursuant  to  sections  19(a) 
(4)  and  15(c)  (5)  of  the  Securities  Ex¬ 
change  Act  of  1934,  trading  In  such  se¬ 
curities  on  the  above  mentioned  ex¬ 
change  and  otherwise  than  on  a  national 
seciuities  exchange  is  suspended,  for  the 
period  from  May  19,  1975  through 
May  28,  1975. 

By  the  C(xnmlssicm. 

[seal]  George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.75-13581  FUed  5-22-75:8:45  am] 


CHICAGO  BOARD  OPTIONS  EXCHANGE, 
INC. 

Proposed  Amendments  to  Options  Plan 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Chicago 
Board  Options  Exchange,  Inc.  (“CBOE”) 
has  filed  proposed  changes  in  its  Optl(Hi 
Plan  which  were  previously  filed  pursu¬ 
ant  to  Rule  9b-l  under  the  Securities 


Exchange  Act  of  1934  (17  CFR  240.9b-l) . 
The  original  amendments  were  noticed 
on  December  20, 1974  at  39  FR  44100  and 
on  January  24,  1975  at  40  FR  3809 
CBOE’s  decision  to  delay  their  effective¬ 
ness  was  noticed. 

The  revised  proposed  amendments  con¬ 
cern  Exchange  Rules  2.8  and  18.1(c)  and 
18.7(b)  governing  its  Arbitration  Pro¬ 
cedure.  The  amendment  to  Rule  2.8  re¬ 
vises  the  previously  proposed  amendment 
to  that  Rule,  insofar  as  the  earlier  pro¬ 
posal  would  have  permitted  persons  en¬ 
gaged  in  the  securities  or  commodities 
business  to  serve  as  nwi -member  arbi¬ 
trators.  The  formerly  proposed  amend¬ 
ment  to  Rule  2.8  was  designed  to  make 
clear  that  attorneys  or  other  profession¬ 
als  engaging  in  a  practice  related  to  the 
Federal  securities  laws  and  imiversity 
professors  acting  in  consultation  roles  or 
industry  studies  were  not  disqualified 
from  serving  as  ncmmember  arbitrators. 
However,  as  a  matter  of  interpretation, 
it  appears  that  Rule  2.8  presently  would 
allow  those  persons  to  serve  as  non- 
member  arbitrators.  For  that  reason,  the 
Exchange  does  not  believe  the  previously 
proposed  amraidment  is  necessary. 

The  revisions  to  proposed  Rule  18.1 
(c)  and  18.7(b),  are  minor  technical 
changes. 

■Rie  proposed  corrections  will  become 
effective  thirty  days  after  the  date  of 
this  notice  or  upon  such  earlier  date  as 
the  Commission  may  allow  unless  the 
Commission  shall  disapprove  the 
changes  in  whole  or  in  part  as  being  in¬ 
consistent  with  the  public  interest  or  the 
protection  of  investors. 

All  interested  persons  are  invited  to 
submit  their  views  and  comments  on  the 
proposed  corrections  to  CBOE’s  plan 
either  before  or  after  they  have  become 
effective.  Written  statements  of  views 
and  comments  should  be  addressed  to 
the  Secretary,  Securities  and  Exchange 
Commission,  500  North  Capitol  Street, 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20549.  Refer¬ 
ence  should  be  made  to  file  number  10- 
54.  The  proposed  corrections  are,  and  all 
such  comments  will  be,  available  for 
public  inspection  at  the  Public  Reference 
Room  of  the  Securities  and  Exchange 
Commission  at  1100  L  Street,  NW., 
Washington,  D.C. 

[seal]  George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary. 

Mat  15, 1975. 

(FR  Doc.75-13592  Filed  5-22-75:8:45  am] 


(File  No.  500-1] 

CONTINENTAL  VENDING  MACHINE  CORP. 

Suspension  of  Trading 

Mat  19, 1975. 

It  appearing  to  the  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission  that  the  summary 
suspenelon  of  trading  in  the  common 
stock  of  Continental  Vending  Machine 
Corporation  being  traded  otherwise  than 
on  a  national  securities  exchange  is  re¬ 
quired  In  the  pulUlc  Interest  and  for  the 
protection  of  Investors; 
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Therefore,  pursuant  to  section  lS(c) 
(5)  of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of 
1934,  trading  In  such  securities  otherwise 
than  on  a  national  securities  exchange 
is  suspended,  for  the  period  from  May  20, 
197S  throiigh  May  29, 1975. 

By  the  Commission. 

[sEAi.]  George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-13582  Filed  5-22-75;8:45  fun] 


[FUe  No.  500-1] 

EQUITY  FUNDING  CORPORATION  OF 
AMERICA 

Suspension  of  Trading 

May  16, 1975. 

It  appearing  to  the  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission  that  the  summary 
suspension  of  trading  in  the  common 
stock,  warrants  to  purchase  the  stock, 
9^%  debentures  due  1990,  5V^%  con¬ 
vertible  subordinated  deb^tures  due 
1991,  and  all  other  securities  of  Equity 
Funding  Corporation  of  America  being 
traded  otherwise  than  on  a  national 
securities  exchange  Is  required  In  the 
pii^lic  Interest  and  for  the  protection  of 
investors; 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  section  15(c) 
(5)  of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of 
1934,  trading  In  such  securities  otherwise 
than  on  a  national  securities  exchange  is 
suspended,  for  the  period  from  May  17, 
1975  through  May  26,  1975. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.75-13583  Filed  5-22-75;8:45  am] 


[FUe  Nos.  7-4727,  etc.] 

HRST  MISSISSIPPI  CORP.  ET  AL. 

Applications  for  Unlisted  Trading  Privileges 
and  Opportunity  for  Hearing 

Mat  16. 1975. 

In  the  matter  of  applications  ot  the 
Boston  Stock  Exchange  for  unlisted 
tiVMttog  privileges  in  certain  securities 
(Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934) . 

The  above  named  national  securities 
exchange  has  filed  applications  with  the 
Securities  and  Exchange  Commission 
pursuant  to  section  12(f)(1)(B)  of  the 
Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934  and 
Rule  12f-l  thereunder,  for  unlisted  trad¬ 
ing  privileges  in  the  common  stocks  of 
the  following  companies,  which  secu¬ 
rities  are  listed  and  registered  on  one 
or  more  other  national  securities 
exchanges: 

File  No. 


Ftnt  Mississippi  Corp _  7-4727 

Maytag  Company  (The) _  7-4728 

Owens  doming  Fiberglas  Corp _  7-3729 

Rosario  Resources  Corp _  7-3730 


Upon  receipt  oi  a  request,  on  or  before 
June  2.  1975  from  any  interested  parson, 
the  Commlssloa  will  determine  whether 
the  application  with  req?ect  to  any  of 
the  companies  named  riiaB  be  set  down 
for  hearing.  Any  sudi  request  should 
state  brlefiy  the  title  oi  the  security  in 


which  he  is  Interested,  the  nature  of  the 
Interest  of  the  person  making  the  re¬ 
quest.  and  the  position  he  proposes  to 
take  at  the  hearing.  If  ordered.  In  ad¬ 
dition,  any  interested  person  may  submit 
his  views  or  any  additional  facts  beai^ 
on  any  of  the  said  applications  by  means 
of  a  letter  addressed  to  the  Secretary, 
Securities  and  Exchange  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C..  20549  not  later  than 
the  date  specified.  If  no  one  requests  a 
hearing  with  respect  to  any  particular 
application,  such  application  will  be  de¬ 
termined  by  order  of  the  Commission  on 
the  basis  of  the  facts  stated  therein  and 
other  Information  contained  In  the  of¬ 
ficial  files  of  the  Commission  pertaining 
thereto. 

For  the  Ccxnmlsslon,  by  the  Division 
of  Market  Regulation,  pursuant  to  dele¬ 
gated  authority. 

George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-13580  FUed  6-22-75;8;45  am] 


(File  Nos.  2-49337  (33-7675);  Administrative 
Proceeding  FUe  No.  3-4661  ] 

FLEXI  VAN  CORP. 

Filing  of  Application 

May  15,  1975. 

In  the  matter  of  Flexi-Van  Corpora¬ 
tion,  330  Madison  Avenue.  New  York, 
New  York  10017. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  Flexi-Van 
Corporation  (the  “Company”)  has  filed 
an  application  under  Clause  (11)  of  sec- 
tkm  310(b)(1)  for  the  Trust  Indenture 
Act  of  1939  (the  “Act”)  for  a  finding 
that  the  trusteeship  of  Bankers  Trust 
Company  under  an  Indenture  of  the  Com¬ 
pany  dated  as  of  December  1,  1974  (the 
“1974  Indenture”)  whl(^  was  not  quali¬ 
fied  imder  tiie  Act,  and  the  succession 
by  Bankers  Trust  Company  to  the 
trusteeship  under  an  Indenture  of  the 
Company  dated  as  of  November  15,  1973 
(the  “1973  Indenture”)  which  was  here¬ 
tofore  qualified  under  the  Act  Is  not  so 
likely  to  Involve  a  material  oonfiict  of 
Interest  as  to  make  it  necessary  In  the 
public  Interest  or  for  the  protection  of 
(Investors  to  disqualify  Bankers  Trust 
Company  from  acting  as  Trustee  under 
the  1973  Indenture  and  the  1974 
Indenture. 

Section  310(b)  of  the  Act,  which  Is 
Included  In  Section  12.05  of  the  1973  In¬ 
denture,  provides  in  peu^  that  if  a  trustee 
under  an  Indenture  qualified  under  the 
Act  has  or  shall  acquire  any  confilcting 
Interest.  It  shall  within  ninety  days  after 
ascertaining  that  It  has  such  confilcting 
interest  or  resign.  Subsection  (1)  of  such 
Sectiem  provides.  In  effect,  with  certain 
exceptions  that  a  Trustee  under  a  qual¬ 
ified  indenture  shall  be  deemed  to  have 
a  confilcting  interest  if  such  trustee  is 
trustee  under  another  indenture  under 
which  any  other  securities  of  the  same 
issuer  are  outstanding. 

Under  CHause  (11)  of  Subsection  (1). 
however,  there  may  be  excluded  from 
the  operation  of  this  provision  another 
Indentun^  imder  which  other  securities 
of  the  Issuer  are  outstanding.  If  the 


Issuer  shall  have  sustained  the  burden 
of  proving,  on  application  to  the  Com¬ 
mission  and  after  opportunity  for  hear¬ 
ing  thereon,  that  trusteeship  under  such 
qualified  Indenture  and  such  other  in¬ 
denture  is  not  so  likely  to  involve  a 
material  conflict  of  interest  as  to  make 
It  necessary  in  the  public  Interest  or 
for  the  protection  of  investors  to  dis¬ 
qualify  such  trustee  from  acting  as 
trustee  under  either  of  such  indentures. 

The  Company  alleges  that: 

(1)  It  has  outstanding  $25,000,000 
principal  amount  8.75%  Collateral  Trusts 
Debentures.  Series  A,  due  December  1, 
1993  Issued  under  the  1973  Indenture. 
The  Debentures  issued  pursuant  to  the 
1973  Indenture  were  registered  under  the 
Securities  Act  of  1933  (File  No.  2-49337) 
and  the  1973  Indenture  was  qualified 
under  the  Trust  Indenture  Act  of  1939 
(FUe  No.  22-7675).  The  First  National 
Bank  of  Boston  is  Trustee  under  the 
1973  Indenture.  However,  The  First  Na¬ 
tional  Bank  of  Boston  intends  to  resign 
such  trusteeship  and  the  Company 
wishes  to  appoint  Bankers  Trust  (Com¬ 
pany  as  successor  Trustee  under  the 

1973  Indenture. 

(2)  It  has  outstanding  $18,500,000 
principal  amount  of  10%%  Collateral 
Trust  Notes  due  1975-1987  Issued  under 
the  1974  Indenture.  The  Notes  Issued 
pursuant  to  the  1974  Indenture  were 
purchased  by  Institutional  Investors  for 
investment  and  not  with  a  view  to  dis¬ 
tribution.  The  Issuance  of  these  Notes 
was  therefore  exempt  from  the  regis¬ 
tration  requirements  of  the  Securities 
Act  of  1933  and  the  1974  Indenture  is 
exempt  from  the  qualification  provi¬ 
sions  of  the  Trust  Indenture  Act  of  1939. 
Bankers  Trust  Conmany  is  Trustee 
under  the  1974  Indenture. 

(3)  The  1973  Indenture  and  the  1974 
Indenture  are  each  secured  by  the  as¬ 
signment  and  pledge  to  tiie  respective 
Trustees  of  separate  demand  promissory 
notes  of  the  Company’s  principal  subsid¬ 
iary  in  the  respective  principal  amount 
of  the  Company’s  outstanding  Deben¬ 
tures  and  Notes.  These  promissory  notes 
are  unsecured  and  rank  pari  passu. 
These  promissory  notes  may.  upon  the 
happening  of  certain  events.  In  turn  be¬ 
come  secured  by  the  creation  of  a  secu¬ 
rity  Interest  in  certain  vehicles  and 
vehicle  leases  of  the  Company’s  subsid¬ 
iaries  in  favor  of  the  Trustee  under  the 

1974  Indenture,  but  such  security  in¬ 
terest  is  expressly  required  to  be  held 
and  administered  by  the  Trustee  under 
the  1974  Indenture  for  the  equal  and 
ratable  benefit  of  both  promissory  notes 
(as  well  as  certain  bank  loans).  ITie 
only  material  differences  between  the 
Indentures  and  the  rights  of  the  holders 
of  the  Debentures  and  Notes  respectively 
issued  thereunder  relate  to  aggregate 
principal  amoimts,  dates  of  issue,  matu¬ 
rity  and  Interest  payment  dates,  interest 
rates,  redemptiem  prices  and  procedures, 
and  sinking  fund  provisions.  The  1974 
Indenture  eimtalns  stricter  covenants; 
however,  both  Indentures  contain  cross¬ 
default  provisions. 

(4)  The  Dentures  and  the  Notes  are 
general  obligations  of  the  Applicant  and 
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rank  pari  passu.  At  present,  the  Deben¬ 
tures  and  the  Notes  are  secured  by  the 

1973  Leasing  Note  and  the  1974  Leasing 
Note,  respectively,  which  are  general  ob¬ 
ligations  of  Leasl^  and  which  rank  pari 
passu.  The  1974  Indenture  contains 
stricter  negative  covenants  than  the  1973 
Indenture;  however,  both  the  1973  In¬ 
denture  and  the  1974  Indenture  contain 
cross-default  provisions  so  that  the  oc- 
ciurence  of  an  event  of  default  under 
either  Indenture  would  constitute  an 
event  of  default  under  the  other  Inden¬ 
ture,  and  the  1973  Trustee  and  the  1974 
Trustee  would  have  pari  passu  claims 
against  Applicant  and  against  Leasing 
without  priority  of  one  Trustee  over  the 
other. 

In  the  event  a  security  interest  is 
created  imder.  the  1974  Indenture  in 
Vehicles  and  Vehicle  Leases  of  Leasing 
and  certain  Leasing  Subsidiaries,  the 

1974  Indentiu'e  requires  the  1974  Trustee 
to  hold  such  property  in  trust  for  the 
ratable  benefit  of  the  1973  Trustee  and 
itself  (as  well  as  the  Bank  Lender)  so 
that  should  the  1974  Trustee  have  occa¬ 
sion  to  proceed  against  such  property, 
such  action  would  not  create  any  con¬ 
flict  of  interest  between  the  1973  Trustee 
and  the  1974  Trustee. 

Both  the  1973  Indenture  and  the  1974 
Indenture  contemplate  the  possible  is¬ 
suance  of  additional  series  of  Debentures 
and  Notes  upon  pledge  to  the  respective 
Trustees  of  additional  Loan  Agreements 
and  Leasing  Notes.  The  1974  Indenture 
has  a  specific  granting  clause  covering 
the  possibility  of  such  future  pledges. 
Any  such  future  pledges  under  the  1973 
Indenture  would  be  covered  by  the  gen¬ 
eral  granting  clause  covering  any  other 
property  which  may  be  subjected  to  the 
lien  of  the  1973  Indenture.  Any  such  ad¬ 
ditional  Leasing  Note  pledged  imder 
either  Indenture  would  be  an  unsecured 
obligation  of  Leasing  and  would  rank 
pari  passu  with  the  1973  Leasing  Note 
and  the  1974  Leasing  Note  and  would 
create  no  conflict  between  the  two  In¬ 
dentures. 

With  regard  to  additional  property 
other  than  additional  Loan  Agreements 
and  Leasing  Notes,  the  1974  Indenture 
has  a  standard  additional  property 
granting  clause  similar  to  Granting 
Clause  in  of  the  1973  Indenture.  No  such 
additional  property  of  any  kind  is  pres¬ 
ently  held  by  either  the  1973  Trusts  or 
the  1974  Trustee  and  it  is  not  presently 
intended  that  any  such  additional  prop¬ 
erty  will  ever  be  subjected  to  the  lien  of 
either  Indenture.  In  any  event,  any  such 
additional  property  other  thsm  Leasing 
Notes  would  be  Incidental  to  the  security 
represented  by  the  1973  Leasing  Note, 
the  1974  Leasing  Note  and  the  Vehicles 
and  Vehicle  Leases. 

Thus,  the  existence  of  the  dual  trust¬ 
eeship  should  in  no  way  inhibit  or  dis- 
coiu-age  the  Trustees’  action. 

(5)  It  is  not  in  default  under  the  1973 
Indenture  or  the  1974  Indenture. 

(6)  Neither  the  differences  Indicated 
above,  nor  any  other  provisions  of  the 
aforementioned  indentures,  are  likely  to 
involve  a  material  conflict  of  Interest  so 
as  to  make  It  necessary  In  the  public 
interest  or  for  the  protection  of  any  of 


the  Debentureholders  to  disqualify  Bank¬ 
ers  Tnist  CcHnpany  from  acting  as 
Trustee  under  either  of  the  aforemen¬ 
tioned  Indentures. 

(7)  Applicant  waives  (a)  notice  of 
hearing,  (b)  hearing  on  the  issues  raised 
by  this  application  smd  (c)  all  rights  to 
specify  procediues  under  Rule  8(b)  of 
the  Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice. 

For  a  more  detailed  statement  of  the 
matters  of  fact  and  law  asserted,  all  per¬ 
sons  are  referred  to  said  application 
which  is  on  file  in  the  ofiBces  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Public  Reference  Section  at 
1100  L  St.,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20549. 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any  in¬ 
terested  person  may,  not  later  than 
June  12.  1975,  request  in  writing  that  a 
hearing  be  held  on  such  matter,  stating 
the  nature  of  his  interest,  the  reasons 
for  such  request,  and  the  Issues  of  fact 
or  law  raised  by  said  application  which 
he  desires  to  controvert,  or  he  may  re¬ 
quest  that  he  be  notified  if  the  Commis¬ 
sion  should  order  a  hearing  thereon.  Any 
such  request  should  be  addressed:  Sec¬ 
retary,  Securities  and  Exchange  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.  20549.  At  any 
time  after  said  date,  the  Commission  may 
issue  an  order  granting  the  application 
upon  such  terms  and  conditions  as  the 
Commission  may  deem  necessary  or  ap¬ 
propriate  in  the  public  Interest  and  the 
Interest  of  Investors,  unless  a  hearing  is 
ordered  by  the  Commission. 

For  the  Commission,  by  the  Division 
of  Corporation  Finance,  pursuant  to  dele¬ 
gated  authority. 

[seal]  George  A.  FirzsncMONS, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-13584  Filed  5-32-75:8:45  am] 


[File  No.  500-1] 

INDUSTRIES  INTERNATIONAL,  INC. 

Suspension  of  Trading 

May  16.  1975. 

It  appearing  to  the  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  CTommission  that  the  summary 
suspension  of  trading  in  the  common 
stock  of  Industries  International,  Inc. 
being  traded  otherwise  than  on  a  na¬ 
tional  securities  exchange  is  required  in 
the  public  interest  and  for  the  protection 
of  investors; 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  sectimi  15(c) 
(5)  of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of 
1934,  trading  in  such  securities  other¬ 
wise  than  on  a  national  securities  ex¬ 
change  is  suspended,  for  the  period  from 
May  17,  1975  through  May  26.  1975. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-13585  Filed  5-33-75:8:46  am] 


[Rel.  No.  8793:  812-3777] 

INVESTORS  SYNDICATE  OF  AMERICA  INC. 
Filing  of  Application 

Mat  16,  1975. 

In  the  matter  of  Investors  Syndicate 
of  America,  Inc.,  IDS  Tower,  Minneap¬ 
olis,  Minnesota  55402. 


Notice  is  hereby  given  that  Investors 
Syndicate  of  America,  Inc.  (“Apidlcant”) , 
a  face-amount  certificate  company  regis¬ 
tered  under  the  Investment  Company  Act 
of  1940  (“Act”),  has  filed  an  sqiplicatlon 
for  an  order  pursuant  to  section  28(c) 
of  the  Act  approving  an  amendment  to  a 
depository  agreement  to  cover  a  new  se¬ 
ries  of  face-amount  certificates,  to  be 
designated  Series  SP  75.  All  Interested 
persons  are  referred  to  the  application 
on  file  with  the  Commission  for  a  state¬ 
ment  of  the  representations  therein 
which  are  summarized  below. 

Section  28(c)  provides,  to  the  extent 
relevant,  that  the  Commission  shall  by 
order,  in  the  public  interest  or  for  the 
protection  of  investors,  require  a  regis¬ 
tered  face-amoimt  certificate  company  to 
deposit  and  maintain,  with  a  bank  having 
specified  qualifications,  all  or  any  part 
of  its  investments  required  as  certificate 
reserves  imder  the  provisions  of  section 
28(b)  of  the  Act. 

On  November  16, 1940,  the  Commission 
Issued  an  order  approving  the  depository 
agreement  between  Applicant  and  The 
Marquette  National  Bar^,  which  requires 
Applicant  to  deposit  and  maintain  quali¬ 
fied  assets  at  least  equal  to  the  c^tificate 
reserve  requirements  of  section  28  of  the 
Act  (Investment  Company  Act  Release 
No.  18)  for  certain  outstanding  certifi¬ 
cates.  Subsequently,  from  time  to  time, 
the  Commission  has  Issued  orders  grant¬ 
ing  applications  for  amendments  to  the 
initial  agreement  to  include  coverage  of 
new  series  of  securities  proposed  to  be 
issued  (Investment  Company  Act  Release 
Nos.  792, 1895,  3105, 3552,  3751,  4390,  6810, 
and  8551).  The  amendment  to  the  de¬ 
pository  agreement,  for  which  approval 
is  now  requested,  concerns  the  deposit  of 
assets  to  be  maintained  for  the  benefit 
of  holders  of  the  new  series.  Ai^licant 
agrees  that  it  remains  subject  to  all  the 
terms  and  conditions  contained  in  the 
foregoing  orders  of  the  Commission  re¬ 
lating  to  the  depository  agreement  and 
amendments  thereto. 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any  inter¬ 
ested  person  may,  not  later  than  June  9, 
1975,  at  5:30  p.m.,  submit  to  the  Com¬ 
mission  in  writing  a  request  for  a  hearing 
on  the  matter  accompanied  by  a  state¬ 
ment  as  to  the  nature  of  his  Interest, 
the  reason  for  such  request  and  the  Issues 
of  fact  or  law  proposed  to  be  contro¬ 
verted,  or  he  may  request  that  he  be 
notified  if  the  Ccunmlssion  shall  order  a 
hearing  thereon.  Any  such  communica¬ 
tion  should  be  addressed:  Secretary,  Se¬ 
curities  and  Exchange  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20549.  A  c(^y  of  such 
request  shall  be  served  personally  or  by 
mail  (air  mall  if  the  person  being  served 
is  located  more  than  500  miles  from  the 
point  of  mailing)  upon  Applicant  at  the 
address  stated  above.  Proof  of  such  serv¬ 
ice  (by  affidavit,  or  in  case  of  an  attomey- 
at-law,  by  certificate)  shall  be  filed  con¬ 
temporaneously  with  the  request.  As  pro¬ 
vided  by  Rule  0-5  of  the  rules  and  regu¬ 
lations  promulgated  under  the  Act.  an 
order  disposing  of  the  appllcaticm  will  be 
Issued  as  of  course  following  said  date 
unless  the  Commission  thereafter  orders 
a  hearing  upon  request  or  upon  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  own  moticm.  Perswis  who  re- 
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quest  a  hearing  or  advice  as  to  whether  a 
hearing  is  ordered  will  receive  any  notices 
and  orders  issued  in  this  matter,  includ¬ 
ing  the  date  of  the  hearing  (if  ordared) 
and  any  postponements  thereof. 

For  the  Commission,  by  the  Division  of 
Investment  Management  RegiUation, 
pursuant  to  delegated  authority. 

[seal]  George  A.  Fttzsimkons, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-13588  Piled  5-22-75;8:45  am] 


(Release  No.  18991;  70-5682] 

MIDDLE  SOUTH  UTILITIES  INC. 

Proposed  Issue  and  Sale  of  Short-Term 
Promissory  Notes 

In  the  matter  of  Middle  South  Utili¬ 
ties,  Inc.,  225  Barorme  Street,  New  Or¬ 
leans,  Louisiana  70112. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  Middle 
South  Utilities,  Inc.  (“Middle  South”),  a 
registered  holding  company,  has  filed  a 
declaration  with  this  Commission  pursu¬ 
ant  to  the  Public  Utility  Holding  Com¬ 
pany  Act  of  1935  (“Act”),  designating 
sections  6(a>  and  7  of  the  Act  as  appli¬ 
cable  to  the  fi^owlng  proposed  transac¬ 
tions.  All  interested  persons  are  referred 
to  the  declaration,  which  is  summarized 
below,  for  a  complete  statement  of  the 
proposed  transactions. 

Middle  South  proposes,  under  a  revolv¬ 
ing  credit  agreement  with  a  group  of 
banks  headed  by  Manufacturers  Hanover 
Trust  Company  of  New  York  (“MHTCT”) , 
to  issue  and  sell  its  imsecmred  short-term 
prmnisscHT  notes  in  an  aggregate  amount 
not  to  exceed  $221,200,000  outstanding  at 
any  one  time. 

The  initial  borrowing  under  the  credit 
agreement  will  be  used  for  the  payment 
of  $127.7  million  of  short-term  notes  is¬ 
sued  by  Middle  South  to  MHTC  and  vari¬ 
ous  ccunmercial  banks  under  a  prior 
credit  agreement  dated  July  1.  1973,  as 
amended,  which  borrowings  were  ap- 
piuved  by  this  Commission  (File  No.  70- 
5366) .  Such  bonx>wings  were  utilized  by 
Middle  South  to  purchase,  at  various 
times,  the  common  stocks  of  certain  of 
its  subsidiary  companies.  These  subsidi¬ 
ary  c(»npanies  used  the  amounts  thereby 
obtained  to  reduce  outstanding  bank 
loans  and  commercial  paper  indebtedness 
Ineuired,  pending  permanent  financing  of 
construction  expenditures.  Subsequent 
bmrowlngs  under  the  new  credit  agree¬ 
ment  will  be  used  by  Middle  South  to 
purchase  addlti(mal  common  stock  of  Its 
subsidiaries.  The  Issuance,  sale,  and  ac- 
qulsttion  of  such  common  stock  will  be 
the  subject  of  separate  filings  with  this 
Commission. 

Under  the  terms  of  the  revolving  credit 
agreement.  Middle  South  may  borrow 
and  reborrow  until  June  30,  1976,  up  to 
an  aggregate  ci.  $221,200,000  outstanding 
at  fltny  one  The  names  of  the  hanks 
Joining  in  the  credit  agreement  and  their 
respective  participation  are  as  follows: 


(Tn  UKMHanda  of  doOai^ 


Nam«  of  bank 

Maximum 
amount  to  be 
borrowed  and 
deeignation 

Mannfactnren  Hanovor  Trust  Co., 
Now  York.  N.Y . . . 

t6I,SOO 

B 

First  National  City  Bank,  New  York 
N.Y . 

27,700 

B 

Bank  of  America  National  Trust  and 
Sayings  Association,  Los  Angeles, 
Calif . 

20,000 

B 

Continental  nUnois  National  Bank  and 

Trust  Company  of  Chicago,  Ill _ 

First  National  Bank  of  Chica^,  Ill _ 

30,000 

C 

30,000 

A 

The  Northern  Trust  Company,  Chi¬ 
cago,  111 . . 

11, 100 

A 

Ir^n^  Trust  Company,  New  York, 

11,100 

B 

Morgan  Guaranty  Trust  Company  of 
New  York,  N.Y . 

10,000 

A 

First  National  Bank  of  Boston,  Mass... 

10,000 

B 

North  Carolina  National  Bank,  Char- 

10,000 

6,000 

B 

First  Pennsylvania  Bank,  N.A., 

Philadelphia,  Pa . 

The  FMelity  Bank,  Philadelphia,  Pa.. 
Crocker  NaUoual  Bank,  San  Francisco, 
Calif . 

A 

6,000 

A 

5,000 

A 

Union  Bank,  Los  Angeles,  Calif.. . 

6,000 

A 

Total . 

221,200 

Each  borrowing  and  each  payment  by 
Middle  South  will  be  made  pro-rata 
among  the  lending  banks  according  to 
their  original  commitment.  The  notes  is¬ 
sued  to  those  banks  designated  as  A 
banks  in  the  credit  agreement  will  bear 
interest  from  the  date  thereof  on  their 
unpaid  principal  amoimt  at  a  rate  per 
annum  equal  to  the  commercial  loan 
rate  of  MHTC  from  time  to  time  in  ef¬ 
fect  on  borrowings  having  a  90-day  ma¬ 
turity  by  its  most  responsible  and  sub¬ 
stantial  domestic  corporate  borrowers 
(“MHTC  Rate”);  the  notes  issued  to 
those  banks  designated  as  B  banks  in 
the  credit  agreement  will  bear  interest 
from  the  date  thereof  (m  their  unpaid 
principal  amount  at  a  rate  per  annum 
equal  to  122%  of  the  MHTC  rate;  and 
the  notes  issu^  to  that  bank  designated 
in  the  credit  agreement  as  a  C  bank  will 
bear  interest  from  the  date  thereof  on 
their  impald  principal  amoimt  at  a  rate 
per  anniun  equal  to  112%  of  the  MHTC 
rate. 

Middle  South  will  pay  to  each  partici¬ 
pating  bank  a  commitment  fee  for  the 
period  from  and  including  May  1,  1975, 
to  June  30,  1976  (or  any  earlier  date  of 
termination  of  the  c(»nmitments) ,  com¬ 
puted  at  the  rate  of  ^  of  1%  per  annum 
on  the  average  daily  unused  pcnidon  of 
the  cfxnmltments  in  effect  during  the 
period  lor  which  piajrment  is  made.  Mid¬ 
dle  South  win  also  pay  to  each  of  the  A 
and  B  bcmks  a  facility  fee  on  the  average 
daily  amount  of  such  bank’s  commitment 
(whether  used  or  unused)  frmn  May  1, 
1975,  to  and  including  June  30,  1976,  at 
a  rate  of  %  of  1%  per  armum.  Middle 
South  win  pay  to  the  C  bank  a  faciUty 
fee  on  the  average  dally  amount  of  such 
iMmk’s  commitment  (whether  used  or  un¬ 
used)  from  May  1.  1975,  to  and  including 
June  30. 1976.  The  rate  of  the  faciUty  fee 
i^jpUcableto  the  C  bank  shaU  be  10% 
of  the  MHTC  rate  in  effect  from  time  to 
time. 


It  is  stated  that,  based  on  a  7  %  prime 
rate,  the  effective  interest  cost  of  the 
A,  B,  and  C  banks,  including  the  facility 
fees  and  assuming  balances  of  10%  on 
the  line  and  10%  on  the  borrowing  from 
the  A  banks,  would  be  9.69%,  9.40%,  and 
9.15%,  respectively. 

Middle  South  presently  intends  to  re¬ 
pay  the  principal  of  the  notes  out  of  the 
proceeds  of  the  sale  of  additional  shares 
of  its  common  stock.  The  notes  will  be 
prepayable  at  any  time  on  two  business 
days’  notice  in  whole  or  in  part  with¬ 
out  premliun.  Middle  South  will  have  the 
right  at  any  time  on  three  business  days’ 
notice  to  the  participating  banks  to  ter¬ 
minate  or,  from  time  to  time,  to  reduce 
the  commitments. 

The  declaration  states  that  no  State 
commission  tmd  no  Federal  commission, 
other  than  this  Commission,  has  jurisdic¬ 
tion  over  the  proposed  transactions.  No 
special  or  separate  expenses  are  antici¬ 
pated  in  connection  with  the  proposed 
transactions  except  for  the  Commission’s 
filing  fee. 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any  in¬ 
terested  person  may,  not  later  than  June 
10,  1975,  request  in  writing  that  a  hear¬ 
ing  be  held  on  such  matter,  stating  the 
nature  of  his  Interest,  the  reasons  for 
such  request,  and  the  issues  of  fact  or 
law  rais^  by  said  declaration  which  he 
desires  to  controvert;  or  he  may  request 
that  he  be  notified  if  the  Commission 
should  order  a  hearing  thereon.  Any  such 
request  should  be  addressed:  Secretary, 
Securities '  and  Exchange  Commission. 
Washington,  D.C.  20549.  A  copy  of  such 
request  should  be  served  personally  or 
by  mail  (air  mail  if  the  person  being 
served  is  located  more  than  500  miles 
from  the  point  of  mailing)  up<m  the  de¬ 
clarant  at  the  above-stated  address,  and 
proof  of  service  (by  affidavit  or,  in  case 
of  an  attorney  at  law,  by  certificate) 
should  be  filed  with  the  request.  At  any 
time  after  said  date,  the  declaration,  as 
filed  or  as  it  may  be  amended,  may  be 
permitted  to  become  effective  as  pro¬ 
vided  in  Rule  23  of  the  General  Rules 
and  Regulations  promulgated  under  the 
Act.  or  the  Commission  may  grant  ex¬ 
emption  from  such  rules  as  provided  in 
Rules  20(a)  and  100  thereof  or  take  such 
other  sictitm  as  it  may  deem  appnvriate. 
Persons  who  request  a  hearing  or  advice 
as  to  whether  a  hearing  is  ordered  will 
receive  any  notices  and  orders  Issued  in 
this  matter,  including  the  date  of  the 
hearing  (if  ordered)  and  any  postpone¬ 
ments  thereof. 

For  the  Commission,  by  the  Division  of 
Corporate  Regulation,  pursuant  to  dele¬ 
gated  authority. 

[seal]  OEORcnE  A.  FxTzsnaiONS, 

Secretary. 

(PR  Doe.75-iaMl  Filed  $-a3-78;t:46  am] 
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(Release  No.  18989;  70-5678] 

NATIONAL  FUEL  GAS  CO.  ET  AL 

Proposed  Issue  and  Sale  of  Debentures 
May  15,  1975. 

In  the  matter  of  National  Fuel  Gas 
Company,  30  Rockefeller  Plaza,  New 
York,  New  York  10020;  National  Fuel  Gas 
Distribution  Corporation,  10  Lafayette 
Square,  Buffalo,  N.Y.  14203;  National 
Fuel  Gas  Supply  Corporation,  308  Seneca 
Street,  Oil  City,  Pennsylvania  16301. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  National 
Fuel  Gas  Company  (“National”),  a  reg¬ 
istered  holding  company,  and  two  of  its 
subsidiary  companies.  National  Fuel  Gas 
Distribution  Corporation  (“Distribution 
Corporation”)  and  National  Fuel  Gas 
Supply  Corporation  (“Supply  Corpora¬ 
tion”),  have  filed  an  application-decla¬ 
ration  and  an  amendment  thereto  with 
this  Commission  pursuant  to  the  Public 
Utility  Holding  Company  Act  of  1935 
(“Act”),  designating  sections  6(a),  7, 
9(a),  10, 12(b),  and  12(f)  of  the  Act  and 
Rules  42,  43,  45,  and  50  promulgated 
thereunder  as  applicable  to  the  proposed 
transactions.  All  Interested  persons  are 
referred  to  the  application-declaration, 
which  is  summarized  below,  for  a  com¬ 
plete  statement  of  .the  proposed  trans¬ 
actions. 

National  proposes  to  issue  and  sell,  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  competitive  bidding  require¬ 
ments  of  Rule  50  promulgated  under  the 
Act,  $21,000,000  principal  amount  of  % 
Debentures,  Series  due  Jime  1984.  The 
Interest  rate  of  the  debentures  (which 
shall  be  a  multiple  of  of  1%)  and  the 
price,  exclusive  of  accrued  interest,  to  be 
paid  to  National  (which  shall  be  not  less 
than  99%  nor  more  than  102%  of  the 
principal  amount  thereof)  will  be  deter¬ 
mined  by  the  competitive  bidding.  The 
debentures  will  be  Issued  under  an  in¬ 
denture  dated  as  of  Augiist  15,  1968,  be¬ 
tween  National  and  Manufacturers  Han¬ 
over  Trust  Company  as  Trustee,  as  here¬ 
tofore  siipplemented  and  as  to  be  further 
supplemented  by  a  Fifth  Supplemental 
Indenture  dated  as  of  June  15, 1975.  The 
debentures  may  not  be  redeemed  prior  to 
Jime  15,  1980,  if  such  redemptlcm  is  for 
the  purpose  or  in  anticipation  of  their 
refunding  through  the  use,  directly  or  in¬ 
directly,  of  funds  borrowed  by  the  com¬ 
pany  at  an  effective  Interest  cost  of  less 
thsm  the  effective  Interest  cost  of  the 
debentmes. 

On  the  date  the  proceeds  are  avail¬ 
able  frmn  the  sale  of  the  $21,000,000 
principal  amount  of  debentures.  National 
proposes  to  return  to  Distribution  Cor¬ 
poration  and  Supply  Corporation  their 
notes  totaling  $15,116,600  and  $5,883,400 
respectively,  all  of  which  mature  on 
August  15,  1975,  and  which  were  origi¬ 
nally  Issued  In  1970  in  connection  with 
8%%  Debentures  due  August  15,  1975. 
Concurrently,  Distribution  Corporation 
and  Supply  Corporation  propose  to  issue 
new  notes  to  National  In  the  same 
amounts  having  a  maturity  date  of  June 
15, 1984.  The  interest  rate  per  sawnm  'will 
be  equal  to  the  effective  cost  of  money 
Incurred  by  National  In  the  sate  of  the 


new  debentures,  rounded  to  the  next 
highest  multiple  of  )4o  of  1%. 

The  fees  and  expenses  to  be  paid  by 
National  in  connection  with  the  proposed 
debentures  are  estimated  at  $90,000,  in¬ 
cluding  legal  fees  of  $27,000  and  auditor’s 
fees  of  $7,000.  The  fees  and  expenses  in 
connection  with  the  proposed  notes  are 
estimated  at  $5,050  and  are  to  be  paid 
by  National. 

It  is  stated  that  the  proposed  issue  and 
sale  of  notes  by  Distribution  Corporation 
are  subject  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
Public  Service  Commission  of  New  York 
and  the  Pennsylvania  Public  Utility 
Commission  and  that  no  other  State 
commission  and  no  Federal  commission, 
other  than  this  Commission,  has  juris¬ 
diction  over  the  proposed  transactions. 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any  in¬ 
terested  person  may,  not  later  than 
June  6,  1975,  request  in  writing  that  a 
hearing  be  held  on  such  matter,  stating 
the  nature  of  his  interest,  the  reasons 
for  such  request,  and  the  issues  of  fact  or 
law  raised  by  the  filing  which  he  desires 
to  controvert;  or  he  may  request  that  he 
be  notified  if  the  Commission  should 
order  a  hearing  thereon.  Any  such  re¬ 
quest  should  be  addressed;  Secretary, 
Securities  and  Exchange  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20549.  A  copy  (ff  such 
request  should  be  served  personally  or 
by  mail  (air  mail  if  the  person  being 
served  is  located  more  than  500  miles 
frmn  the  point  of  mailing)  upcm  the  ap- 
plicants-declarants  at  the  ahove-stat^ 
addresses,  and  proof  of  service  (by  af¬ 
fidavit  or,  in  case  of  an  attorney  at  law, 
by  certificate)  should  be  filed  with  the 
request.  At  any  time  after  said  date,  the 
aimllcaikm-declaratlQn.  as  amended  or 
as  it  may  be  further  amended,  may  be 
granted  and  permitted  to  beccxne  effec¬ 
tive  as  provided  in  Rule  23  of  the  General 
Rules  and  Regulations  promulgated 
under  the  Act,  or  the  Commission  may 
grant  exemption  from  such  rules  as  pro¬ 
vided  in  Rules  20(a)  and  100  thereof  or 
take  such  other  action  as  it  may  deem 
apprcH;>rlate.  Persons  who  request  a  hear¬ 
ing  or  advice  as  to  whether  a  hearing  is 
ordered  will  receive  any  notices  and 
orders  issued  in  this  matter,  including 
the  date  of  the  hearing  (if  ordered)  and 
any  postoonements  there<rf. 

For  the  Commission,  by  the  Division 
of  Corporate  Regulation,  pursuant  to  del¬ 
egated  authority. 

[seal]  George  A.  Fitzsimmoiis, 
Secretary. 

(FB  Doc.75-13687  FUed  5-22-76;8:45  am) 


[Release  No.  8793;  813-3783) 

TAX-EXEMPT  MUNICIPAL  TRUST 
Filing  of  Appiication 

In  the  matter  of  Tax-Exempt  Munici¬ 
pal  Trust  (First  New  York  Series  and 
Bubsequoit  Series),  767  Fifth  Avenue, 
New  Yorit,  New  Yoric. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  Tax-Ex¬ 
empt  Municipal  Trust  (First  New  York 
Series  and  Subsequent  Series)  (“Appli¬ 


cant”)  .  a  unit  investment  trust  registered 
imder  the  Investment  Company  Act  of 
1940  (“Act”),  filed  an  aimlication  on 
March  20,  1975,  pursuant  to  section  6(c) 
of  the  Act  for  an  order  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion  exempting  Applicant  from  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  Rule  19b-l  under  the  Act.  All 
Interested  persons  are  referred  to  the  ap¬ 
plication  on  file  with  the  Commission  for 
a  statement  of  the  representations  con¬ 
tained  therein,  which  are  siunmarized 
below. 

Applicant  is  a  trust  organized  under 
the  laws  of  the  State  of  New  York. 
Shearson  Hayden  Stone,  Inc.  (“Spon¬ 
sor”)  acts  as  Applicant’s  sponsor.  Each 
series  of  Applicant  is  or  will  be  governed 
by  a  trust  agreement  (“Trust  Agree¬ 
ment”)  with  United  States  Trust  Com¬ 
pany  (“Trustee”)  as  Trustee.  Standard  8i 
Poor’s  Corporation  (“Evaluator”)  serves 
as  Evaluator. 

On  December  26,  1974,  Applicant  filed 
a  registration  statement  on  Form  S-6 
imder  the  Securities  Act  of  1933  (“Se¬ 
curities  Act”).  The  registration  state¬ 
ment  was  declared  effective  on  Febru¬ 
ary  19,  1975,  and  covered  a  maximum 
of  10,000  Units  of  Tax-Exempt  Municipal 
Trust,  First  New  York  Series  which  were 
offered  to  investors  at  the  public  offering 
price  computed  in  the  manner  set  forth 
in  the  Prospectus  dated  February  19, 
1975. 

First  New  York  Series  is,  and  each 
future  series  issued  by  Applicant  will  be, 
subject  to  a  trust  agreement  for  that 
series  (“Trust  Agreement”)  entered  into 
prior  to  or  on  the  effective  date  of  a 
registration  statement  under  the  Se¬ 
curities  Act  for  the  Units  of  such  series. 
The  Trust  Agreement  for  each  series  will 
name  the  Sponsor  as  sponsor  and  the 
Trustee  as  trustee  and  will  contain  terms 
and  ccMiditlons  of  trust  common  to  all 
series. 

Rule  19b-l(a)  under  the  Act  provides, 
in  substance,  that  no  registered  invest¬ 
ment  company  which  is  a  “regulated  in¬ 
vestment  company”  shall  distribute  more 
than  one  capital  gain  distribution  in  any 
one  taxable  year.  Paragraph  (b)  of  the 
Rule  contains  a  similar  prohibition  for 
a  company  not  a  “regulated  Investment 
company,”  provided,  however,  that  a  unit 
Investment  trust  may  distribute  capital 
gains  distributions  received  from  a  “reg¬ 
ulated  investment  company”  within  a 
reasonable  time  after  receipt. 

Applicant  states  that  the  Trust  is  an 
unmanaged  Investment  company  with 
portfolios  of  predeposited  and  specifically 
Identified  bonds.  Once  the  initial  deposit 
is  made  tor  a  specific  series,  prior  to  the 
public  offering  of  Units  for  said  series, 
other  securities  may  not  be  acquired  in 
addition  to  or  in  sitostitutioii  for  any  of 
the  bonds  except  in  the  case  of  refunding 
or  refinancings.  Although  Ixmds  may  be 
sold  by  the  Trustee  up<m  the  Sponsor’s 
direction  imder  certain  circumstances, 
stated  in  the  Trust  -Agreement,  such  cir¬ 
cumstances  are  limited. 

Distributions  of  principal  which  con¬ 
stitute,  in  part,  capital  gains  to  holders 
of  Units  may  arise  in  the  following  In- 
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stances:  (1)  an  issuer  might  call  or  re¬ 
deem  an  issue  held  in  the  portfolio  and 
(2)  bonds  might  be  liquidated  in  order 
to  provide  the  fimds  necessary  to  meet 
redemptions. 

^pUcant  contemplates  making 
monthly  distributions  of  principal  and 
interest  to  Unitholders  of  first  New  York 
Series  and  subsequent  series.  Applicant 
states  that  the  dangers  against  which 
Rule  19b-l  is  intended  to  guard  do  not 
exist  in  Applicant’s  situation  since  the 
events  which  may  give  rise  to  capital 
gains  are  substantially  independent  of 
any  action  by  the  Sponsor  and  the 
Trustee. 

Any  capital  gains  or  return  of  capital 
distributions  will  be  clearly  distinguished 
from  interest  distributions  in  the  accom¬ 
panying  report  by  the  Trustee  to  Unit- 
holders.  Applicants  contend  that  it 
would  be  to  the  detriment  of  Unithold¬ 
ers  if  a  series  is  required  to  hold  any 
money,  which  might  be  capital  gains, 
imtil  the  end  of  its  taxable  year  before 
distributing  such  gains  to  Unitholders. 

Applicants  further  state  that  the  pur¬ 
pose  behind  paragraph  (b)  of  Rule  19b-l 
is  to  avoid  forcing  a  unit  investment 
trust  to  accmnulate  valid  distributions 
received  throughout  the  year  until  year 
end  and  that  the  Trust’s  situation  is 
within  the  intended  objectives  of  such 
provisions  even  though  each  series  will 
not  invest  in  regulated  investment  com¬ 
panies. 

Section  6(c)  of  the  Act  provides,  in 
part,  that  the  Commission  may  condi¬ 
tionally  or  imconditionally  exempt  any 
perscm.  security,  or  transaction,  or  any 
class  or  classes  of  persons,  securities,  or 
transactions  from  any  provisions  of  the 
Act  or  any  rule  or  re^idatlon  imder  the 
Act.  If  and  to  the  extent  such  exemption 
Is  necessary  or  appropriate  In  the  public 
Interest  and  consistent  '.rith  the  protec- 
tlon  ctf  investors  and  the  purposes  fairly 
intended  by  the  policy  and  provisions  of 
the  Act. 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any  in¬ 
terested  person  may,  not  later  than  June 
9.  1975,  at  5:30  p.m.,  submit  to  the  Com¬ 
mission  in  writing  a  request  for  a  hear¬ 
ing  on  this  matter  accompanied  by  a 
statement  as  to  the  nature  of  his  interest, 
the  reason  for  such  request  and  the  is¬ 
sues  of  fact  or  law  proposed  to  be  con¬ 
troverted,  or  he  may  request  that  he  be 
notified  if  the  Commission  shall  order  a 
hearing  thereon.  Any  such  communica¬ 
tion  should  be  addressed:  Secretary, 
Securities  and  Exchange  Ccmimlssion, 
Washington,  D.C.  20549.  A  copy  of  such 
request  shall  be  served  personally  or  by 
mall  (air  mail  if  the  person  being  served 
is  located  more  than  500  miles  from  the 
point  of  mailing)  upon  Applicant  at  the 
address  stated  above.  Proof  of  such  serv¬ 
ice  (by  affidavit  or  in  case  of  an  attomey- 
at-law  certificate)  shall  be  filed  con¬ 
temporaneously  with  the  request.  As  pro¬ 
vided  by  Rule  0-5  of  the  Rides  and  Reg¬ 
ulations  promulgated  under  the  Act,  an 
(M^er  dlsix)6lng  of  the  application  herein 
will  be  Issued  as  of  course  following  said 
date,  unless  the  Commission  thereafter 
orders  a  hearing  upon  request  or  up<xi 
the  Commission’s  own  motion.  Persons 


who  request  a  hearing  or  advice  as  to 
whether  a. hearing  is  ordered  will  receive 
any  notices  and  orders  Issued  in  this 
matter,  including  the  date  of  hearing  (if 
ordered)  and  any  postponements  there¬ 
of. 

For  the  Commission,  by  the  Division 
of  Investment  Management  Regulation, 
pursuant  to  delegated  authority. 

[SEAL]  George  A.  Fitzsimmoms, 
Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.75-13588  PUed  5-22-75:8:45  am] 


[File  No.  500-11 

WESTGATE  CALIFORNIA  CORP. 

Suspension  of  Trading 

May  16,  1975. 

It  appearing  to  the  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission  that  the  summary 
suspension  of  trading  in  the  common 
stock  (class  A  and  B),  the  cumulative 
preferred  stock  (5%  and  6%),  the  6% 
subordinated  debentures  due  1979  and 
the  6^4%  convertible  subordinated  de¬ 
bentures  due  1987  being  traded  otherwise 
than  on  a  national  securities  exchange  is 
required  in  the  public  interest  and  for 
the  protection  of  investors; 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  section  15(c) 
(5)  of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of 
1934,  trading  in  such  securities  other¬ 
wise  than  on  a  national  securities  ex¬ 
change  is  suspended,  for  the  period  from 
May  17,  1975,  through  May  26,  1975. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal!  George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary. 

[PR  DOC.7&-13589  PUed  6-22-76;8:45  am] 


[PUe  No.  600-1] 

ZENITH  DEVELOPMENT  CORP. 

Suspension  of  Trading 

May  16,  1975. 

It  appearing  to  the  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission  that  the  summary 
suspension  ctf  trading  in  the  common 
stock  of  Zenith  Development  Corporation 
being  traded  otherwise  than  on  a  na¬ 
tional  securities  exchange  is  required  in 
the  public  interest  and  for  the  protection 
of  investors; 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  section  15(c) 
(5)  of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of 
1934,  trading  in  such  securities  other¬ 
wise  than  on  a  national  securities  ex¬ 
change  is  suspended,  for  the  period  from 
May  17.  1975,  through  May  26.  1975. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.75-13500  PUed  5-22-76;8:46  am] 


SMALL  BUSINESS  ADMINISTRATION 

[Declaration  of  Disaster  Loan  Anti  1141] 
MARYLAND 

Declaration  of  Disaster  Loan  Area 
Whereas,  tt  has  been  reported  that 
during  the  month  of  April,  because  of  the 


effects  of  a  certain  disaster,  damage  re¬ 
sulted  to  property  located  in  the  State 
of  Maryland; 

Whereas,  the  Small  Business  Adminis¬ 
tration  has  investigated  and  received  re- 
pcNis  of  other  investigations  in  the  area 
affected; 

Whereas,  after  reading  and  evaluating 
reports  of  such  conditions,  I  find  that 
the  conditions  in  such  area  constitute  a 
cata^ixHihe  within  the  purview  of  the 
Small  Business  Act,  as  amended: 

Now,  ’Therefore,  as  Administrator  of 
the  Small  Busing  Administration,  I 
hereby  determine  that: 

1.  Applicaticms  for  disaster  loans  un¬ 
der  the  provisions  of  section  7(b)(1)  of 
the  Small  Business  Act,  as  amended,  may 
be  received  and  considered  by  the  office 
below  indicated  from  persons  or  firms 
whose  property  situated  in  Cecil,  Kent 
and  Somerset  Counties,  and  adjacent  af¬ 
fected  areas,  suffered  damage  or  destruc¬ 
tion.  resulting  from  high  winds  and  wave 
action  which  occurred  April  3-7,  1975, 
Adjacent  areas  include  only  counties 
within  the  state  for  which  the  declara¬ 
tion  is  made  and  do  not  extend  beyond 
state  lines. 

Office:  Small  Business  Administration,  Dls- 

ta-lct  Office,  7800  York  Road,  Towson,  Mary¬ 
land  21204. 

2.  Apiplications  for  disaster  loans  un¬ 
der  the  authority  of  this  declaration  will 
not  be  accepted  subsequent  to  July  14, 
1975.  EIDL  aiH>lications  will  not  be  ac¬ 
cepted  subsequent  to  February  16,  1976, 

Dated.  May  14,  1975. 

’Thomas  S.  Kleppe, 
Administrator. 

[PR  Doc.75-13516  Piled  5-22-75:8:45  am] 


[Notice  of  Disaster  Loan  Area  1131:  Arndt.  1] 

VIRGINIA 

Amendment  to  Notice  of  Disaster  Relief 
Loan  Availability 

As  a  result  of  the  SBA  declaration  of 
the  State  of  Virginia  as  a  disaster  area 
following  high  wind  which  ocinirred  on 
or  about  April  3-4,  1975,  applications  for 
disaster  r^ef  loans  will  accepted  by 
the  Small  Business  Administration  frcmi 
disaster  victims  in  the  following  addi¬ 
tional  counties:  Accomack,  Gloucester, 
Mathews,  Nortiiampton,  Northumber¬ 
land,  Westinoreland  and  adjacent  af¬ 
fected  areas.  Adjacent  areas  include  only 
counties  within  the  state  for  which  the 
declaration  Is  made  and  do  not  extend 
beyond  state  lines.  (See  40  FR  19048) 
Applicaticms  may  be  filed  at  the: 

SmaU  Business  Administration,  District  Of¬ 
fice,  Federal  Building — ^Room  3015,  400 
North  Eighth  Street,  Richmond,  Virginia 
23240. 

and  at  such  temporary  offices  as  are  es¬ 
tablished  Such  addresses  will  be  an¬ 
nounced  locally. 

Closing  date  for  accepting  applications 
under  this  amendment  in  the  addition¬ 
ally  designated  counties  not  previously 
Included  as  an  adjacent  affected  area  is 
July  14,  1975.  EIDL  applications  will  not 
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be  accepted  subeequent  to  February  16, 
1976. 

Dated:  May  15, 1975. 

Thomas  S.  Klkppk, 
Administrator. 

(FR  Doc.76-13617  Piled  6-23-76:8:46  am] 

GENERAL  SERVICES 
ADMINISTRATION 

(Federal  Property  Management  Regs.;  Tem¬ 
porary  Reg.  A-11] 

INCREASED  TRAVEL  ALLOWANCES 

Change  in  Federal  Travel  Regulations 

Correction  and  Republication 

In  FR  Doc.  75-13532  appearing  at  page 
22182  in  the  issue  of  Wednesday,  May  21, 
1975,  the  following  changes  should  be 
made: 

1.  The  headings  should  read  as  set 
forth  above. 

2.  In  the  first  column  on  page  22183, 
in  the  seccxid  line  of  paragraph  (4). 
“Government  contract”  should  read 
“Government-contract”. 

3.  In  the  second  column  (HI  page  22184, 
before  paragnq;>h  10,  paragraph  9  was  in¬ 
advertently  omitted.  For  the  convenience 
of  the  reader  the  entire  document  is  re¬ 
published  to  read  as  follows: 

1.  Purpose,  nils  regulation  amends 
Federal  Pn^ierty  Management  Regula¬ 
tions  101-7,  Federal  Travel  Regulations, 
(a)  to  Implonent  the  Travel  Expense 
Amendments  Act  of  1975  (Pub.  L.  94-22, 
approved  May  19,  1975)  and  (b)  to  pro¬ 
vide  for  increases  In  the  mileage  allow¬ 
ances  for  use  of  privately  owned  auto¬ 
mobiles  when  used  in  lieu  of  Govem- 
ment-fumlshed  automobiles. 

2.  Effective  date.  This  regulation  is  ef¬ 
fective  for  travel  performed  on  or  after 
May  19. 1975. 

3.  Expiration  date.  This  regulation  ex¬ 
pires  May  1,  1976.  Prior  to  expiration, 
the  provisions  of  this  regrilation  will  be 
incorporated,  as  appropriate,  In  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Travel  Regulations  (FTR),  FPMR 
101-7. 

4.  ApjAicabUity.  The  provisions  of  this 
regulation  iqiply  to  the  official  travel  of 
employees  of  Government  agencies  as  de¬ 
fined  in  5  U.S.C.  5701,  except  employees 
of  the  Judicial  branch. 

5.  Background,  a.  Pub.  L.  94-22,  Travel 
Exp^ise  Amendments  Act  of  1975,  here¬ 
inafter  referred  to  as  the  act,  authorizes 
Increases  in  the  statutory  maximum 
travel  allowances  and  makes  certain 
other  technical  and  clarifying  changes 
by  amending  Subchapter  1  of  CThapter  57 
of  Title  5  of  the  United  States  Code  (5 
U.S.C.  5701-5709).  It  also  establi^ies  a 
new  concept  of  high  rate  geographical 
areas  to  acoonmuxlate  those  areas  where 
unusually  high  travel  costs  are  incurre(L 
In  addition,  the  act  authorizes  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator  of  General  Services  to  pro¬ 
vide  regulatkms  setting  per  diem  and 
mileage  allowances  not  to  exceed  the 
statutory  maximum  amoimts  and  to  pre¬ 
scribe  the  conditions  of  travd  and  relm- 
burs^n^at. 

b.  Bedause  of  increased  costs  of  op¬ 
erating  Government  motor  vehldes. 


mileage  rates  for  use  of  a  privatdy  owned 
vehicle  when  such  use  is  in  lieu  ot  a 
Govemment-fumlshed  vehicle  are  in¬ 
creased. 

c.  In  consonance  with  the  provisions 
of  this  regulation,  and  to  achieve  maxi¬ 
mum  uniformity,  the  General  Services 
Administration  (GSA)  proposes  to  pub¬ 
lish  additional  criteria  for  the  computa¬ 
tion  of  per  diem  rates  for  official  travel 
Including  circumstances  which  require 
reduced  per  diem  and/or  where  the 
lodgings-plus  method  may  not  be  appro¬ 
priate.  This  action  will  be  reflected  in  a 
proposed  revision  to  the  FTR  after  a 
thonHigh  review  has  been  made  of  the 
various  travel  circumstances  and  agency 
comments  and  recommendations. 

6.  Explanation  of  changes.  Provisions 
stated  in  attachment  A  to  this  regula- 
ticm  amend  the  FTR  for  the  reasons 
given  below.  It  should  be  noted  that  cer¬ 
tain  existing  FTR  paragraphs  have  been 
incorporated  for  clarity  and  continuity 
purposes  and  to  facilitate  use  of  this 
regulation.  The  following  changes  are 
made  in  the  Fm  which  are  incorporated 
by  reference  into  41  CFR  Part  101-7  and 
transmitted  by  GSA  Bulletin  FPMR  A- 
40: 

a.  Paragraph  1-1.2  is  revised  to  clarify 
the  applicability  of  Chapter  1  of  the 
FTR  to  include  certain  experts  and  con¬ 
sultants  and  individuals  serving  without 
pay  or  at  $1  a  year  who  were  covered 
under  5  Uj3.C.  5703  prior  to  amendment 
by  the  act.  These  individuals  are  now 
considered  to  be  employees  for  purposes 
of  the  adminlstrati(m  of  travel  allow¬ 
ances  imder  Chapter  1.  It  also  specifi¬ 
cally  excludes  employees  (jf  the  judicial 
branch  of  the  Government. 

b.  Paragraph  l-1.3c  is  amended  to  add 
new  definlti(ms  and  to  incorporate  modi¬ 
fied  definitions  previously  in  FPMR  Tem¬ 
porary  Regulation  A-O. 

c.  Paragraph  1-2.2  is  revised  to  incor¬ 
porate  modified  provisions  of  FPMR 
Temporary  Regulation  A-9  to  clarify  the 
methods  and  priorities  of  transportation 
to  be  used  for  official  travel. 

d.  Paragraph  l-4.1c  is  revised  to  au¬ 
thorize  reimbursement  for  the  cost  of 
airplane  pairing,  landing,  and  tiedown 
fees  in  addition  to  the  mileage  allowance. 

e.  Paragraph  1-4.2  is  amended  to  in¬ 
crease  mileage  allowances  for  iise  of 
privately  owned  conveyances  when  such 
use  is  advantageous  to  the  Government. 

f.  ParagraiA  1-4.4  is  amended  to  in¬ 
crease  the  mileage  allowances  for  use  of 
a  privately  owned  automobile  when  such 
use  is  in  lieu  of  a  Government-furnished 
automobile. 

g.  Paragraph  1-7.  la  is  revised  for  clari¬ 
fication  because  of  the  new  high  rate 
geographical  area  provisions  in  Part  8. 

h.  Paragraph  1-7.2  is  amended  to  in- 
cresise  the  maximum  per  diem  allowance 
for  official  travel  within  the  conter¬ 
minous  United  States  to  $33. 

1.  Paragraph  l-7.3c  is  revised  to  estalH 
lish  a  uniform  set  rate  of  $14  for  meab 
and-  miscellaneous  subsistence  expanses 
and  to  clarify  the  method  to  be  iised  in 
computing  the  average  cost  of  lodgings. 

j.  Paragraphs  1-8.1,  1-8.2,  and  1-8.3 
are  revised  to  Increase  the  maximum  al¬ 


lowance  for  actual  subsistence  expense 
travel,  to  provide  for  the  newly  author¬ 
ized  high  rate  geographical  area  method, 
and  to  include  more  detailed  and  uniform 
guidance  for  the  authorization  and  re¬ 
imbursement  of  actual  subsistence  ex¬ 
pense  travel. 

k.  Paragraph  1-8.6  is  added  to  desig¬ 
nate  those  cities  (h*  areas  that  have  been 
determined  to  be  high  rate  geographical 
areas  and  to  prescribe  the  maximiun 
allowable  rate  of  reimbursonent. 

l.  Paragraph  2-2.3  is  amended  to  in¬ 
crease  the  maximum  allowable  mileage 
rates  for  use  of  a  privately  owned  auto¬ 
mobile  during  permanent  change  of 
station  travel. 

m.  The  table  of  contents  is  amended 
to  add  the  captions  of  the  new  para¬ 
graphs  provided  herein  through  appro¬ 
priate  annotations. 

7.  Assistance.  Agencies  may  obtain 
additional  information  and  assistance 
concerning  the  provisions  of  this  regula¬ 
tion  by  contacting  thd  General  Services 
Administration  (FZR) ,  Washingrton, 
D.C.  20406,  telephone:  (703)  557-9030. 

8.  Effect  on  other  issuances.  FPMR 
Temporary  Regulation  A-9  dated  Febru¬ 
ary  6,  1974,  and  Supplement  2  thereto' 
dated  January  24,  1975,  are  canceled. 
The  applicable  provisions  of  the  can¬ 
celed  regulation  are  modified  and  incor¬ 
porated  herein. 

9.  Agency  comments.  Comments  and 
recommendations  concerning  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  this  regulation  are  requested 
and  should  be  submitted  to  the  General 
Services  Administration  (FZ) ,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20406,  within  60  calendar  days 
of  the  effective  date  of  this  regulation 
for  possible  Incorporation  into  the  per¬ 
manent  regulation.  Comments  are  also 
desired  concerning  the  proposal  to  pre¬ 
scribe  gtodance  and  rates  applicable  to 
all  agencies  for  computation  of  per  diem 
and  for  travel  circumstances  that  re¬ 
quire  reduced  per  diem  rates  as  described 
in  subparagraph  5c.  Comments  should 
include  descriptions  of  travel  circmn- 
stances  requiring  reduced  per  diem  (es¬ 
pecially  those  situations  unique  to  the 
agency  commenting)  and  recommenda¬ 
tions  for  specific  rates,  if  appropriate. 

ARTHua  F.  Sampson, 
Administrator  of 
General  Services. 

May  19,  1975. 

Changes  to  Federal  Travel  Regulations, 
FPMR  101-7 

1,  Paragraph  1-1.2  is  revised  to  read 
as  follows: 

1-1.2.  Applicability. 

(a)  The  provisions  of  this  chapter 
apply  to  ofllclal  travel  of  civilian  em¬ 
ployees  of  Government  agencies,  includ¬ 
ing  civilian  employees  of  the  Department 
of  Defense,  as  authorized  under  5  U.S.C. 
5701-5709,  but  exehidlng  employees  of 
the  Judiciid  branch  of  the  Gcwemmenl 

(b)  Tbc  provisions  of  this  chapter  also 
apply  to  official  travel  of  Individuala  em- 
Ifibyed  intermittently  in  the  Government 
service  as  consultants  or  experts  and  paid 
on  a  dally  when-actually-employed 
(WAE)  basis  and  of  individtBils  serving 
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without  pay  or  at  $1  a  year.  These  indi¬ 
viduals  are  not  considered  to  have  a 
“permanent  duty  station”  within  the 
general  meaning  of  that  term;  however, 
they  may  be  allowed  travel  or  transpor¬ 
tation  expenses  under  this  chapter  while 
traveling  on  official  business  for  the 
Government  away  from  their  homes  or 
regular  places  of  business  and  while  at 
places  of  Government  employment  or 
service.  Maximum  rates  prescribed  here¬ 
in  are  applicable  imless  a  higher  rate  is 
specifically  authorized  in  an  appropri¬ 
ation  or  other  statute. 

2.  Paragraph  1-1 .3c  is  amended  by 
adding  new  subparagraphs  as  follows: 

1-1.3.  General  rules. 

•  •  *  •  • 

c.  Definitions.  •  •  * 

(3)  Government-furnished  automobile. 
The  term  Government-furnished  auto¬ 
mobile  includes  an  automobile  which  Is 
(a)  owned  by  an  agency,  (b)  assigned  or 
dispatched  to  an  agency  on  a  rental  basis 
frcMn  a  GSA  interagency  motor  pool,  or 
(c)  leased  by  the  Government  for  a  pe¬ 
riod  of  30  days  or  longer  from  a  commer¬ 
cial  firm. 

(4)  Government-contract  rental  auto¬ 
mobile.  A  Government-contract  rental 
automobile  is  an  automobile  obtained 
from  a  commercial  firm  under  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  an  appropriate  General  Serv¬ 
ices  Administration  (GSA)  Federal  Sup¬ 
ply  Schedule  contract. 

(5)  Special  conveyance.  Special  con¬ 
veyance  is  any  method  of  transportation 
other  than  common  carrier,  Govem- 
ment-fumished  or  privately  owned, 
which  requires  specific  authorization  or 
approval  for  the  use  thereof.  Such  trans¬ 
portation  generally  includes  conveyances 
obtained  through  commercial  rental 
means  for  less  than  30  days. 

(6)  Employee.  As  used  in  this  chapter, 
employee  means  an  individual  employed 
in  or  vmder  an  agency,  including  an  in¬ 
dividual  employed  intermittently  in  the 
Government  service  as  an  expert  or  con¬ 
sultant  and  paid  on  a  daily  when- 
actually-employed  (WAS)  basis  and  an 
individual  serving  without  pay  or  at  $1 
a  year. 

(7)  Government.  Government  means 
the  Government  of  the  United  States  and 
the  government  of  the  District  of 
Columbia. 

(8)  Agency.  Agency  means  an  execu¬ 
tive  agency;  a  military  department;  an 
office,  agency,  or  other  establishment  in 
the  legislative  branch;  and  the  govern¬ 
ment  of  the  District  of  Coliunbia  but  does 
not  include  a  Government-controlled 
corporation;  a  member  of  Ccmgress;  or 
an  office  or  committee  of  either  House  of 
Congress  or  of  the  two  Houses. 

3.  Paragraph  1-2.2  is  revised  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

1-2.2.  Methods  of  transportation. 

a.  Authorized  methods.  Methods  of 
transportation  authorized  for  official 
travd  include  railroads,  airlines,  heli¬ 
copter  service,  ships,  buses,  streetcars, 
Mrinrays,  taxicabs;  Government-fur¬ 
nished  and  contract  rental  automoUles 
and  airplanes;  privately  owned  and 
rented  automobiles  and  airplanes;  and 


any  other  necessary  means  of  convey¬ 
ance. 

b.  Selecting  method  of  transportation 
to  be  used.  Travel  on  official  business 
shall  be  by  the  method  of  transportation 
which  will  result  in  the  greatest  advan¬ 
tage  to  the  Government,  cost  and  other 
factors  considered.  In  selecting  a  par¬ 
ticular  method  of  transportation  to  be 
used,  consideration  shall  be  given  to  en¬ 
ergy  conservation  and  to  the  total  cost 
to  the  Government,  including  costs  of 
per  diem,  overtime,  lost  work  time,  and 
actual  transportation  costs.  Additional 
factors  to  be  considered  are  the  total 
distance  of  travel,  the  number  of  pmints 
visited,  and  the  number  of  travelers.  5 
U.S.C.  5733  requires  that,  “The  travel  of 
an  employee  ^all  be  by  the  most  ex¬ 
peditious  means  of  transportation  prac¬ 
ticable  and  shall  be  commensurate  with 
the  nature  and  purpose  of  the  duties  of 
the  employee  requiring'  such  travel.” 

c.  Presumptions  as  to  most  advanta¬ 
geous  method  of  transportation — (1) 
Common  carrier.  Since  travel  by  common 
carrier  (air,  rail,  or  bus)  will  generally 
result  in  the  most  efficient  use  of  energy 
resources  and  in  the  last  costly  and  most 
expeditious  performance  of  travel,  this 
method  shall  be  used  whenever  it  is  rea¬ 
sonably  available.  Other  methods  of 
transportation  may  be  authorized  as  ad¬ 
vantageous  only  when  the  use  of  com¬ 
mon  carrier  transportation  would  seri¬ 
ously  interfere  with  the  performance  of 
official  business  or  impose  an  imdue  hard¬ 
ship  upon  the  traveler,  or  when  the  total 
cost  by  common  carrier  would  exceed  the 
cost  by  some  other  method  of  transpor¬ 
tation.  The  determination  that  another 
method  of  transportation  would  be  more 
advantageous  to  the  Government  than 
common  carrier  transportation  shall  not 
be  made  on  the  basis  of  personal  prefer¬ 
ence  or  minor  inconvenience  to  the  trav¬ 
eler  resulting  from  common  carrier 
scheduling. 

(2)  Government-furnished  automo¬ 
biles.  When  it  is  determined  that 
common  carrier  transportation  is  not  ad¬ 
vantageous  to  the  Government  and  that 
an  autcsnobile  is  required  for  official 
travel,  a  Govemment-fumlshed  autwno- 
bile  shall  be  used  whenever  it  is  reason¬ 
ably  available. 

(3)  Privately  owned  conveyance.  Ex¬ 
cept  as  provided  in  l-2.2d,  the  use  of  a 
privately  owned  conveyance  shall  be 
authorized  only  when  such  use  is  advan¬ 
tageous  to  the  Government.  A  determi¬ 
nation  that  the  use  of  a  privately  owned 
conveyance  would  be  advantageous  to 
the  Government  shall  be  preceded  by  a 
determination  that  common  carrier 
tran^wrtation  or  Govemment-fumlshed 
vehicle  transportation  Is  not  available  or 
would  not  be  advantageous  to  the  Gov¬ 
ernment.  To  the  maximum  extent  pos¬ 
sible.  these  determinations  and  the  au¬ 
thorization  to  use  a  privately  owned  con¬ 
veyance  shall  be  made  before  the  per¬ 
formance  of  traveL 

(4)  Special  conveyance.  Commercially 
rented  vehicles  and  other  special  convey¬ 
ances  shall  be  used  only  when  it  is  deter¬ 
mined  that  use  of  other  methods  of 
transportation  discussed  in  l-2.2c  would 


not  be  more  advantageous  to  the  Gov¬ 
ernment.  In  the  selection  of  commer¬ 
cially  rented  vehicles,  first  consideration 
shall  be  given  to  Government-contract 
rental  vehicles  available  \mder  an  appro¬ 
priate  GSA  Federal  Supply  Schedule 
contract. 

d.  Permissive  use  of  a  privately  owned 
conveyance.  When  an  employee  uses  a 
privately  owned  conveyance  as  a  matter 
of  personal  preference  and  such  use  is 
compatible  with  the  performance  o-'  of¬ 
ficial  business,  although  not  determined 
to  be  advantageous  to  the  Government 
under  l-2.2c(3),  such  use  may  be  au¬ 
thorized  or  approved:  Provided.  That 
reimbursement  is  limited  in  accordance 
with  the  provisions  of  1-4. 

4.  Paragraph  1-4. Ic  is  revised  as 
follows : 

1-4.1  Basic  rules. 

•  •  •  •  • 

c.  Other  allowable  costs.  Reimburse¬ 
ment  for  parking  fees;  ferry  fees;  bridge, 
road,  and  tunnel  costs;  and  airplane 
parking,  landing,  and  tiedown  fees  shall 
be  allowed  in  addition  to  the  mileage  al¬ 
lowance  unless  the  travel  orders  or  other 
administrative  determinations  restrict 
such  allowance. 

5.  Paragraph  1-4.2  is  amended  as 
follows: 

1-4.2.  When  use  of  a  privately  owned 
conveyance  is  advantageous  to  the  Gov¬ 
ernment. 

a.  Mileage  rate  determinations.  When 
it  is  determined  that  use  of  a  privately 
owned  conveyance  by  the  traveler  is  ad¬ 
vantageous  to  the  Government  as  pro¬ 
vided  in  l-2.2c(3),  the  reimbursraient 
mileage  rates  shall  be  as  follows: 

(1)  8  cents  per  mile  for  use  of  a  pri¬ 
vately  owned  motorcycle. 

(2)  15  cents  per  mile  for  use  of  a  pri¬ 
vately  owned  automobile. 

(3)  22  cents  per  mile  for  use  of  a  pri¬ 
vately  owned  airplane. 

•  •  •  •  • 

c.  To  and  from  common  carrier  ter¬ 
minals  and  office — (1)  Round  trip  when 
in  lieu  of  taxicab  to  carrier  terminals. 
In  lieu  of  the  use  of  a  taxicab  under 
1-2.3C,  payment  on  a  mileage  basis  at 
the  rate  of  15  cents  per  mile  and  other 
allowable  costs  as  set  forth  in  1-4.  Ic 
shall  be  allowed  for  the  round-trip  mile¬ 
age  of  a  privately  owned  aut(Mnobile 
used  by  an  employee  going  from  either 
his  home  or  place  of  business  to  a  ter- 
miiutl  or  from  a  terminal  to  either  his 
h(Hne  or  place  of  business.  However,  the 
amount  of  reimbursement  for  the  roimd 
trip  shall  not  in  either  Instance  exceed 
the  taxicab  fare,  including  tip.  allowable 
under  l-2.3c  for  a  one-way  trip  between 
the  applicable  points. 

(2)  Round  trip  when  in  lieu  of  taxicab 
between  residence  and  office  on  day  of 
travel.  In  lieu  of  the  use  of  taxicab  under 
l-2.3d,  payment  on  a  mileage  basis  at 
the  rate  of  15  cents  per  mile  and  other 
allowable  costs  as  set  forth  in  1-4.  Ic  shall 
be  allowed  for  round-trip  mileage  of  a 
privately  owned  automobile  used  by  an 
employee  going  fitMn  his  residence  to 
his  place  cA  business  or  returning  from 
place  of  business  to  residence  on  a  day 
travel  is  performed.  However,  the 
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amoiint  of  reimbursement  for  the  round 
trip  shall  not  exceed  the  taxicab  fare, 
Including  tip,  allowable  under  l-2.3d 
for  a  one-way  trip  between  the  points 
Involved. 

•  •  •  •  • 

6.  Paragraph  1-4.4  is  amended  as 
follows: 

1-4.4.  When  use  of  a  privately  owned 
conveyance  is  in  lieu  of  a  Government- 
furnished  automobile. 

•  •  •  •  • 

b.  Reimbursement  based  on  Govern¬ 
ment  costs.  Based  upon  average  rental 
rates  which  agencies  pay  for  GSA  motor 
pool  automobiles  and  the  administrative 
cost  to  the  user  agency,  It  has  been  de¬ 
terminated  that  the  average  mileage  cost 
for  use  of  a  Govemment-fumlshed  auto¬ 
mobile  for  travel  In  the  conterminous 
United  States  Is  11  cents.  Therefore,  the 
mileage  rate  for  authorized  use  of  a  pri¬ 
vately  owned  conveyance  when  use  of 
a  Govemment-fumlshed  automolplle 
would  be  most  advantageous  to  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  shall  be  11  cents.  Exceptions  to 
the  above  limitation  may  be  authorized 
If  an  agency  determines  that,  because  of 
unusual  circumstances,  the  cost  of  pro¬ 
viding  a  Govemment-fumlshed  automo¬ 
bile  would  be  higher  than  11  cents.  In 
such  Instances  the  agency  may  allow 
reimbursement  at  such  higher  rate 
within  the  statutory  maximum  that  will 
most  nearly  equal  the  cost  of  providing 
a  Government-furnished  automobile  In 
those  circumstances.  In  addition  to  mile¬ 
age  for  the  distance  allowed  under  1- 
4.1b,  the  employee  may  be  reimbursed 
for  expenses  authorized  under  1-4. Ic 
which  would  have  been  Incurred  If  a 
Govemment-fumlshed  vehicle  had  been 
used. 

c.  Partial  reimbursement  when  Gov¬ 
ernment  automobile  is  available.  When 
an  employee  who  Is  committed  to  using 
a  Govemment-fxumished  automobile,  or 
who  because  of  the  availability  of  Gov¬ 
emment-fumlshed  automobiles,  would 
not  ordinarily  be  authorized  to  use  a 
privately  owned  conveyance  In  lieu  of  a 
Govemment-fumlshed  automobile  nev¬ 
ertheless  requests  use  of  a  privately 
owned  conveyance,  reimbursement  may 
be  authorized  or  approved.  The  rate  of 
reimbursement  shall  be  6  cents  per  mile, 
which  Is  the  approximate  cost  of  operat¬ 
ing  a  Govemment-fumlshed  automobile, 
fixed  costs  excluded. 

d.  Reimbursement  claims.  When  claim¬ 
ing  mileage  at  the  11  cent  rate,  the  em¬ 
ployee  shaU  state  on  his  voucher  that  he 
had  not  made  a  commitment  to  use  a 
Govemment-fumlshed  automobile  and 
that  reimbursement  for  use  of  a  privately 
owned  automobile  was  not  limited  under 
1-4.4C. 

7.  Paragraph  1-7. la  is  revised  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

1-7.1.  Coverage. 

a.  Travel  for  which  per  diem  shaH  be 
paid.  Per  diem  allowances  under  1-7 
shall  be  paid  for  ofQclal  travel  except 
when  It  Is  determined  that  reimburse¬ 
ment  should  be  cm  the  basis  of  actual 
subsistence  expenses  as  provided  in  1-8. 
•  •  •  •  • 


8.  Paragraph  1-7.2  Is  amended  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

1-7.2.  Maximum  locality  rates.  A  per 
diem  allowance  In  lieu  of  actual  subsist¬ 
ence  expenses  for  travel  on  ofltelal  busi¬ 
ness  shall  be  authorized  or  approved 
with  the  following  maximum  rates: 

a.  Conterminous  United  States.  Reim¬ 
bursement  for  official  travel  within  the 
limits  of  U^e  conterminous  United  States 
shall  be  a  daily  rate  not  in  excess  of  $33 
except  when  actual  subsistence  expenses 
travel  Is  authorized  or  approved  due  to 
the  imusual  circiunstances  of  the  travel 
assignment  or  for  travel  to  a  designated 
high  rate  geographical  area  as  provided 
in  1-8.1. 

*  •  *  •  • 

9.  The  caption  of  paragraph  1-7.3  is 
changed  and  paragraph  l-7.3c  is  revised 
as  follows: 

1-7.3.  Agency  responsibility  for  author¬ 
izing  individual  rates. 

«  *  «  *  * 

c.  When  lodgings  are  required.  (1)  For 
travel  in  the  conterminoxxs  United  States 
when  lodging  away  from  the  official  duty 
station  is  required,  the  per  diem  rate 
shall  be  established  on  the  basis  of  the 
average  amount  the  traveler  pays  for 
lodging,  plus  an  allowance  of  $14  for 
meals  and  miscellaneous  subsistence  ex¬ 
penses.  Calculation  shall  be  as  follows: 

(a)  To  determine  the  average  cost  of 
lodging,  divide  the  total  amount  paid  for 
lodgings  during  the  period  covered  by 
the  voucher  by  the  number  of  nights  for 
which  lodgings  were  or  would  have  been 
required  while  away  from  the  official 
station.  Exclude  from  this  computation 
the  night  of  the  employee’s  return  to  his 
residence  or  official  station. 

(b)  To  the  average  cost  of  lodging  add 
the  allowance  for  meals  and  miscellane¬ 
ous  expenses.  The  resulting  amoimt 
rounded  to  the  next  whole  dollar,  subject 
to  the  maximum  prescribed  in  l-7.2a,  is 
the  rate  to  be  applied  to  the  traveler’s 
reimbursement  voucher. 

(2)  No  minimum  allowance  is  author¬ 
ized  for  lodging  since  those  allowances 
are  based  on  actual  lodging  costs.  Re¬ 
ceipts  for  lodging  costs  may  be  required 
at  the  discretion  of  each  agency;  how¬ 
ever,  employees  are  required  to  certify  on 
their  vouchers  that  per  diem  claimed  is 
based  on  the  average  cost  for  lodging 
while  on  official  travel  within  the  con¬ 
terminous  United  States  during  the  pe¬ 
riod  covered  by  the  voucher. 

(3)  An  agency  may  determine  that  the 
lodging-plus  method  as  prescribed  herein 
is  not  appropriate  in  circumstances  such 
as  when  quarters  or  meals,  or  both,  are 
provided  at  no  cost  or  at  a  nominal  cost 
by  the  Government  or  when  for  some 
other  reason  the  subsistence  costs  to  be 
incurred  by  the  employee  can  be  deter¬ 
mined  In  advance.  In  such  instances  a 
specific  per  diem  rate  may  be  established 
and  reductions  made  In  accordance  with 
this  part,  provided  the  excepti<m  from 
the  lodglng-plxis  method  Is  authorized  In 
writing  by  sm  appropriate  official  of  the 
agency  Involved. 

•  •  •  •  « 
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10.  Paragraphs  1-8.1  thru  1-8.3  are  re¬ 
vised  ae  follows: 

1-8.1.  Authorization  or  approval. 

a.  General.  Authority  for  reimburse¬ 
ment  of  actual  and  necessary  subsistence 
expenses  Incurred  during  official  travel 
Is  normally  contingent  upon  the  entitle¬ 
ment  to  per  diem  (see  1-7)  and  the 
determination  that  the  authorized  maxi¬ 
mum  per  diem  allowance  would  be  Inade¬ 
quate  to  cover  the  actual  and  necessary 
expenses  of  the  traveler.  A  traveler  may 
be  reimbursed  for  the  actual  and  neces¬ 
sary  expenses  of  the  official  travel  when 
the  maximum  per  diem  allowance  other¬ 
wise  allowable  is  determined  to  be  inade¬ 
quate  due  to  the  unusual  circumstances 
of  the  travel  assignment  or  for  travel 
to  high  rate  geographical  areas.  Heads 
of  those  agencies  defined  in  5  U.S.C.  5701, 
or  their  designees  (see  1-8.3),  shall  au¬ 
thorize  or  approve  reimbursement  for 
the  actual  and  necessary  subsistence  ex¬ 
penses  of  a  traveler  incurred  during 
official  travel  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  this  part. 

b.  Travel  to  high  rate  geographical 
areas.  Actual  subsistence  expense  reim¬ 
bursement  shall  be  authorized  or  ap¬ 
proved  whenever  temporary  duty  travel 
is  performed  to  or  in  a  location  desig¬ 
nated  as  a  high  rate  geographical  area  in 
1-8.6,  except  when  the  high  rate  geo¬ 
graphical  area  is  only  an  intermediate 
stopover  point  at  which  no  official  duty 
is  performed. 

c.  Unusual  circumstances  of  the  travel 
assignment.  Actual  subsistence  expense 
reimbrnsement  may  be  authorized  or  ap¬ 
proved  for  specific  travel  assignments 
within  and  outside  the  counterminous 
United  States  when  it  is  determined  that 
maximum  per  diem  allowance  (see  1- 
7.2)  would  be  inadequate  due  to  the  un¬ 
usual  circumstances  of  the  travel  assign¬ 
ment. 

(1)  The  actual  subsistence  expense 
basis  of  reimbursement  shall  not  be  au¬ 
thorized  or  approved  In  Instances  in 
which  the  actual  and  necessary  subsist¬ 
ence  expenses  exceed  the  maximum  per 
diem  allowable  only  by  a  small  amoimt. 
The  actual  subsistence  expense  basis 
may  appropriately  be  authorized  or  ap¬ 
proved  for  travel  assignments  which 
otherwise  meet  conditions  prescribed 
herein  and  by  the  head  of  the  agency  if, 
due  to  unusual  circumstances : 

•  (a)  The  actual  and  necessary  sub¬ 

sistence  expenses  exceed  the  maximum 
per  diem  allowance  (see  1-7.2)  by  10 
percent  or  more,  or 

(b)  The  traveler  has  no  alternative 
but  to  Inciu*  hotel  costs  which  absorb  all 
or  nearly  all  of  the  maximum  per  diem 
allowance  (see  1-7.2),  since  hotel  ac¬ 
commodations  constitute  the  major  por¬ 
tion  of  necessary  subsistence  expenses. 

(2)  Notwithstanding  the  criteria  out¬ 
lined  above,  actual  subsistence  expense 
reimbursement  shall  not  be  authorized 
or  approved  solely  on  the  basis  of  in¬ 
flated  lodging  and/or  meal  costs  since 
Inflated  costs  are  common  to  all  travel¬ 
ers;  some  unusual  circumstances  of  the 
travel  assignment  must  be  Involved  to 
cause  the  lodging  and/or  meal  costs  to 
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be  higher  than  those  which  normally 
would  be  incurred  at  a  particular  loca¬ 
tion  (42  C(Hnp.  Gen.  440). 

(3)  Travel  which  involves  unusual 
circumstances  may  include,  but  is  not 
limited  to.  the  following  situations: 

(a)  The  traveler  attends  a  meeting, 
conference,  or  training  session  away 
from  his  official  duty  station  where  lodg¬ 
ing  and/or  meals  must  be  procured  at  a 
prearranged  place  (such  as  the  hotel 
where  the  meeting,  conference,  or  train¬ 
ing  session  is  being  held)  and  the  lodg¬ 
ing  costs,  incurred  because  of  such  pre¬ 
arranged  acccHiunodations,  absorb  all  or 
practically  all  of  the  maximum  per  diem 
allowance. 

(b)  The  traveler,  by  reason  of  the  as¬ 
signment,  necessarily  incurs  unusually 
high  expenses  in  the  conduct  of  official 
business  such  as  for  superior  or  extra¬ 
ordinary  accommodations  including  a 
suite  or  other  quarters  for  which  the 
charge  is  well  above  that  which  he  would 
normally  have  to  pay  for  accommoda¬ 
tions. 

(c)  The  traveler  necessarily  incurs 
imusually  high  expenses  incident  to  his 
assignment  to  accompany  another  trav¬ 
eler  in  a  situation  as  described  above. 

d.  Maximum  to  be  stated  in  travel  au¬ 
thorization.  The  amount  per  calendar 
day  authorized  by  the  agency  or  as  pre¬ 
scribed  herein  for  high  rate  geographical 
areas  shall  be  stated  in  the  travel  au¬ 
thorization  for  a  specific  travel  assign¬ 
ment. 

e.  Conditions  warranting  approval.  If 
travel  is  performed  without  prior  au¬ 
thorization  or  is  authorized  on  a  per  diem 
bsisis  and  otherwise  conforms  to  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  this  part,  the  actual  and  nec¬ 
essary  subsistence  expenses  incurred  may 
be  approved  within  the  authorized  max¬ 
imum  rates  as  stated  herein. 

1-8.2.  Authorized  reirhbursement. 

a.  Maximum  daily  reirhbursement. 
When  the  actual  subsistence  expenses 
incurred  during  any  one  day  are  less 
than  the  daily  rate  authorized,  the  trav¬ 
eler  will  be  reimbursed  only  for  the  lesser 
amount.  The  daily  rate  shall  not  be  pro¬ 
rated  for  fractions  of  a  day;  however, 
expenses  incurred  and  claimed  for  a 
fraction  of  a  day  shall  be  reviewed  and 
allowed  only  to  the  extent  determined  to 
be  reasonable  by  the  agency  concerned. 
*Ihe  maximum  amoimt  of  reimbursement, 
for  actual  subsistence  expense  travel* 
a^ch  may  be  authorized  or  approved 
for  each  calendar  day  or  fraction  thereof, 
is  limited  as  follows : 

(1)  For  travel  within  the  conterminous 
United  States  to  designated  high  rate 
geographical  areas,  imder  the  provisions 
of  l-81b.,  the  maximum  authorized  rates 
have  been  set  administratively  as  pro¬ 
vided  in  1-8.6.  These  are  uniform  maxl- 
mtim  actual  subsistence  expense  rates 
and  are  not  subject  to  change  by  the 
agrades  concerned.  However,  this  does 
xwt  preclude  agency  determination  of 
other  aiHunprlate  and  necessary  rates 
under  l-8.2a(a)  If  the  travel  to  a  high 
rate  geograptxlcal  area  also  involves  im- 


usual  circumstances  of  the  travel  as¬ 
signment. 

(2)  For  travel  within  the  conterminous 
United  States  involving  unusual  circum¬ 
stances,  the  statutory  maximum  dally 
rate  is  $50.  Agencies  shall  determine  iq)- 
propriate  and  necessary  daily  maximum 
rates  not  to  exceed  this  amount. 

(3)  For  travel  outside  the  contermi¬ 
nous  United  States  involving  imusual  clr- 
ciunstances,  the  statutory  maximum 
daily  rate  is  $21  per  day  plus  the  maxi¬ 
mum  per  diem  allowance  officially  estab¬ 
lished  for  the  overseas  locality  in  which 
the  travel  is  performed  (see  1-7.2). 
Agencies  shall  determine  appropriate 
and  necessary  daily  maximum  rates  not 
to  exceed  this  limitation. 

b.  Allowable  expenses.  Actual  sub¬ 
sistence  expense  reimbursement,  shall  be 
allowed  for  the  same  type  of  expenses 
normally  covered  by  the  per  diem  allow¬ 
ance  under  the  provisions  of  1-7.  lb. 

c.  Special  rules  for  mixed  travel  (per 
diem  and  actual  subsistence  expense). 
Travel  may  be  authorized  or  approved 
on  both  a  per  diem  basis  and  an  actual 
subsistence  expense  basis  during  a  single 
trip  when  travel  is  performed  in  several 
locations  including  high  rate  geographi¬ 
cal  areas:  however,  only  one  method  of 
reimbursement  (per  diem  or  actual  sub¬ 
sistence  expense)  shall  be  authorized 
within  the  same  day, 

(1)  Rate  and  method  of  reimburse¬ 
ment  determined  by  location.  In  in¬ 
stances  of  mixed  travel  involving  both 
p>er  diem  and  actual  subsistence  expense, 
or  several  high  rate  geographical  areas, 
the  method  of  reimbursement  and  au¬ 
thorized  rate  for  a  calendar  day  (be¬ 
ginning  at  12:01  a.m.)  shall  be  deter¬ 
mined  by  the  location  where  the  lodgings 
are  obtained  for  that  day.  For  example, 
when  a  traveler  performs  travel  in  a  per 
diem  area  for  part  of  a  day  and  com¬ 
pletes  that  day’s  travel  in  a  high  rate 
geographical  area  where  he  performs 
official  duty  and  obtains  lodging,  the 
traveler  should  be  reimbursed  under  the 
actual  subsistence  expense  method  for 
the  entire  day  not  to  exceed  the  maxi¬ 
mum  rate  prescribed  for  the  high  rate 
geographical  area  where  the  lodgings 
were  obtained. 

(2)  Reimbursement  for  day  of  return. 
The  method  of  reimbursement  for  the 
day  of  return  to  home  or  official  station 
(where  lodgings  are  not  involved)  shall 
be  the  same  method  of  reimbursement 
authorized  for  the  first  day  of  travel.  For 
example,  if  a  traveler  is  authorized 
actual  subsistence  expense  reimburse¬ 
ment  for  the  first  day  of  travel,  reim¬ 
bursement  for  the  day  of  return  to  home 
or  official  station  shall  also  be  on  an 
actual  subsistence  expense  basis;  if  per 
diem  is  authorized  for  the  first  day  of 
trav^,  per  diem  shall  also  be  auth(»1zed 
for  tile  day  of  return  to  home  or  official 
station. 

(3)  Reimbursement  computation.  A 
traveler’s  claim  for  reimbursement  may 
Include  several  different  rates  depending 
upon  the  location  (s)  in  which  travel  is 


performed.  See  figure  l-8.2c  for  exam¬ 
ples  showing  computation  of  mixed 
travel  reimbursement. 

1-8.3  Agency  responsibilities,  review, 
and  administrative  controls. 

a.  Delegation  of  authority.  Heads  of 
agencies  may  delegate,  with  provisions 
for  limited  redelegation,  authority  to 
authorize  or  approve  travel  on  an  actual 
subsistence  expense  basis. 

(1)  The  delegation  or  redelegation  of 
authority  to  authorize  or  approve  travel 
on  an  actual  subsistence  expense  basis 
due  to  unusual  circumstances  of  the 
travel  assignment  shall  be  held  to  as 
high  an  administrative  level  as  practi¬ 
cable  to  ensure  adequate  consideration 
and  review  of  the  circumstances  sur¬ 
rounding  the  need  for  travel  on  the  ac¬ 
tual  subsistence  expense  basis. 

(2)  Since  travel  to  designated  high 
rate  geographical  areas  is  automatically 
on  an  actual  subsistence  expense  basis, 
the  delegation  or  redelegation  of  author¬ 
ity  to  authorize  or  approve  this  type  of 
travel  should  be  at  a  lower  administra¬ 
tive  level  than  that  stated  in  (1),  above. 

b.  Review  and  administrative  controls. 
Heads  of  agencies  shall  establish  neces¬ 
sary  administrative  arrangements  for  an 
appropriate  review  of  the  justification 
for  travel  on  the  actual  subsistence  ex¬ 
pense  basis  and  of  the  expenses  claimed 
by  a  traveler  to  determine  whether  they 
are  allowable  subsistence  expenses  and 
were  necessarily  incurred  in  coimection 
with  the  specific  travel  assignment. 
Agencies  shall  ensure  that  travel  on  an 
actual  subsistence  expense  basis  Is  prop¬ 
erly  administered  and  shall  take  neces¬ 
sary  action  to  prevent  abuses. 

11.  Paragraph  1-8.6  is  added  as 
follows: 

1-8.6.  Designated  high  rate  geo¬ 
graphical  areas.  Pursuant  to  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  1-8. lb  and  l-8.2a(l),  for 
temporary  duty  travel  to  or  within  the 
cities  designate  as  high  rate  geographi¬ 
cal  areas  below,  a  traveler  automatically 
^all  be  placed  In  an  actual  subsistence 
expense  status  and  shall  be  reimbursed 
for  the  actual  and  necessary  subsistence 
expenses  incurred  not  to  exceed  the 
maximum  rate  prescribed  for  the  par¬ 
ticular  geographical  area  involved. 

Designated  High  Rate  Prescribed  maxi- 

Geographical  Areas  mum  daily  rates 


Boston,  Mass,  (all  locations  within  the 
ooiporate  limits  of  Boston  and 

Cambridge,  Massachusetts) _  $38 

Chicago,  Ill.  (all  locations  within  the 

corporate  limits  thereof) _  39 

Los  Angeles,  Calif,  (all  locations  wlthi^ 
the  corporate  limits  of  the  city  of 

Los  Angeles) _  37 

New  York,  N.Y. — aU  locations  within 
the: 

Boroughs  of  Brooklyn  and  Queens _  39 

Boroughs  of  Manhattan,  Bronx, 

Staten  Island _  60 

San  Francisco,  Calif,  (all  locations 
within  the  corporate  limits  of  San 

Francisco  and  Oakland,  Oallf .) _  39 

Washington,  D.C.  (all  locations  within 
the  corporate  limits  of  Washington, 

D.O.:  and  the  county  of  Arlington 
and  the  city  of  Alexandria,  Va.) _  43 
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FPKfR  Temp.  Reg.  A- 
Attachmeht  A 

REIMBURSEMENT  COMPUTATION  FOR  MIXED  TRAVEL 
(PER  DIEM  AND  ACTUAL  SUBSISTENCE  EXPENSE) 

Itinerary 

t 

8/5  Depart  residence  7  a.  m..  enroute  to  Atlanta 

8/6  Depart  Atlanta  4  p.m. ,  enroute  to  Washington.  DC  (high  rate  geographical  area*) 
8/7  TDY  -  Washington,  DC  ^  - 

8/8  Depart  Washington,  DC,  11  a.m. ,  enroute  to  Chicago  (high  rate  geographical  area) 
8/9  Depart  Chicago  3  p.m.,  arrive  residence  6  p.m. 

Reimbu  re  ement 


8/5  3/4  day  per  diem  s  $22. 50  (Atlanta)’l* 

8/6  Actual  expenses  (based  on  where  lodgings  are  obtained) 


Atlanta . . 

$  2.15 

Lunch 

3.75 

Washington,  DC  . . 

6.40 

Lodging 

28.50 

$40. 80 

8/7 

Actual  expenses 

Washington,  DC . . . . . . 

$  1.95 

Lunch ' 

3.95 

Dinner 

7.00 

Lodging 

28.50 

-  . 

$41.40 

8/8 

Actual  expenses 

Washington,  DC . . 

$  1.85 

Chicago  .................. 

2.75 

Dinner 

5.95 

Lodging 

26.00 

$36.55 

8/9  3/4  day  per  diem  =  $22. 50  (day  of  return  to  official  station  based  on  1st  day  travel 

status}’!^ 


*  Lodgings -plus  method 

Atlanta  $16  Lodging 

$14  Meals  and  miscellaneous  rate 
$30  Per  diem  rate 

Summary 


1  1/2  days  at  $30.00  $45.00 

1  day  actual  expense  40.80 

1  day  actual  expense  41.40 

1  day  actual  expense  36. 55 

Total  claimed  $163.75 


Figure  1-8. 2c.  Illustration  of  computation  of  reimbursement  for  mixed  travel  (per  didlit 
(Part  1  of  3)  and  actual  subsistence  expense) 
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FPMR.Temp.  Reg.  A- 
Attachment  A 

REIMBURSEMENT  COMPUTATION  FOR  MIXED  TRAVEL 
(PER  DIEM  AND  ACTUAL  SUBSISTENCE  EXPENSE) 


Itinerary 

9/7  Depart  residence  2:00  p.m. ,  enroute  to  San  Francisco  (high  rate  geographical  area) 
9/8  TDY  -  San  Francisco 

9/9  Depart  San  Francisco  4:15  p.m.,  enroute  to  Las  Vegas 
9/10  TDY  -  Las  Vegas 

9/11  Depart  Las  Vegas  ll;00  a.  m. ,  enroute  to  Denver 

9/12  Depart  Denver  9:05  a.m.  via  Chicago,  arrive  residence  3:45  p.m. 


Rein\hursement 


9/7  Actual  expense 


San  Francisco . 

$  4.75 

Tips  to  porter 

1.00 

Lodging 

25.00- 

$30.75 

Actual  expense 

San  Francisco . 

$  2.10 

• 

Lunch 

3.25 

Dinner 

6.00 

. 

Lodging 

25.00 

Tips' to  porter 

1.00 

$37.35 

9/9  1  day  per  diem  =  $31.00  (Las  Vegas)* 

(based  on  where  lodgings  are  obtained) 

9/10  I  day  per  diem  =  $31.00  (Las  Vegas)* 

9/11  I  day  per  diem  =  $31.  00  (Denver)* 


9/12  Actual  expense  (day  of  return  to  official  station  based  on  1st  day  of  travel  status) 


Denver . . . . . .  BreakfeCat  $  2.25 

Chicago . . . .  Lunch  3.  10 

$  5.35 


*  Lodgings -plus  method 
J.as  Vegas 
Las  Vegas 
Denver 


Summary 

3  days  at  $31. 00 
1  day  actual  expense 
1  day  actual  expense 
1  day  actual  expense 
Total  claimed 


$16  Lodging 
$16  Lodging 
$17  Lo<^ging 

$49  T  3  nights  =  $16.33  Average  cost  of  lodging 

+  $14.00  Meals  and  miscellaneous  rate 
$30. 33  (rounded  to  $31  per  diem  rate) 


$  93.00 
30.75 
37.  35 
5.35 
$166.45 


Figure  1-8,  2c,  Illustration  of  computation  of  reimbursement  for  mixed  travcMper  diem 
(Part  2  of  3)  and  actual  subsistence  expense) 
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.TPMS:  Tertip-;  Regi  A* 

Attachment  A 

REIMBURSEMENT  COMPUTATION  FOR  MIXED  TRAVEL 
(PER  DIEM  AND  ACTUAL  SUBSISTENCE  EXPENSE) 


Itinerary 

10/1  Depart  residence  8;00  a. m. ,  enroute  to  Harrisburg,  PA 
10/2  TDY  -  Harrisburg 

10/3  Depart  Harrisburg  9:00  a,  m, ,  enroute  to  Philadelphia,  PA  (unusual  circumstances) 
10/4  Depart  Philadelphia  3:15  p.  m. ,  arrive*  residence  5:35  p,  m, 

\ 

Rcimburgement 


10/1 

10/2 

10/3 


3/4  day  per  diem  =  $24.00  (Harrisburg)* 

1  day  per  diem  $32.00  (Harrisburg)* 

Actual  expense  (Philadelphia)'(based  oh  where  lodgings  arc  obtained) 


Harrisburg.. . . . .  Breakfast  $  1.55 

Philadelphia . . . '. . Lunch  3.  15 

Dinner  _  4. 95 

Lodging  25. 00 

$34. 65 


10/4'  3/4  day  per  diem  =  $24.00  (day  of  return  to  official  station  based  on  1st  day 

travel  status)* 


•*  Lodgings  -plus  method 

Harrisburg  $18  Lodging 

Harrisburg  $18  Lodging 

$36  T  2  nights  =  $18. 00  Average  cost  of  lodging 

$14.00  Meals  and  miscellaneous  r>te 
$32.00  Per  diem 


Sumfnary 

2  1/2  days  at  $32. 00 
1  day  actual  expense 
Total  claimed 


$  80.00 


34.  65 
$114. 65 


Figure  1>8. 2c.  Illustration  of  computation  of  reimbursement  for  mixed  travel  (per  diem 
(Part  3  of  3}  and  actual  subsistence  expense) 
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12.  Paragraph  2-2.3  is  amended  as 
follows: 

2-2.3.  For  use  of  a  privately  owned 
automobile  in  connection  with  perma¬ 
nent  change  of  station. 

•  •  •  •  • 

b.  Mileage  rates  prescribed.  Payment 
of  mileage  allowances  when  authorized 
or  approved  In  connection  with  the 
transfer  shall  be  allowed  as  follows: 

Mileage  rate 

Occupants  of  automobile  (cents) 

Employee  only;  or  1  member  of  im¬ 
mediate  family -  8 

Employee  and  1  member;  or  2  mem¬ 
bers  of  immediate  famUy -  10 

Employee  and  2  members;  or  3  mem¬ 
bers  of  immediate  family -  12 

Employee  and  3  or  more  members;  or 
4  or  more  members  of  Immediate 
family  _  15 

c.  Mileage  rates  in  special  circum¬ 
stances.  Heads  of  agencies  may  prescribe 
that  travel  orders  or  other  administra¬ 
tive  determinations  specify  higher  mile¬ 
age  rates  not  in  excess  of  15  cents  for 
individual  transfers  of  employees  or 
transfers  of  groups  of  employees  when: 

•  *  •  *  « 

(FR  Doc.75-13632  PUed  5-20-75:10:50  ami 

DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 

.  Bureau  of  Labor  Statistics 

BUSINESS  RESEARCH  ADVISORY  COUN¬ 
CIL’S  COMMITTEES  ON  PRODUCTIVITY 

AND  TECHNOLOGICAL  DEVELOPMENTS 

AND  FOREIGN  LABOR  AND  TRADE 

Meeting 

There  will  be  a  joint  meeting  of  the 
BRAG  Committees  on  Productivity  and 
Technological  Developments  and  Foreign 
Labor  and  Trade  on  June  19,  1975,  at 
1:30  pm.,  in  Room  2106  of  the  General 
Accoimting  Office  Building,  441  O  Street, 
N.W„  Washington,  D.C.  The  agenda  for 
the  meeting  is  as  follows: 

1.  The  Impact  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974 
on  BLS  programs. 

2.  Description  of  developments,  current 
status,  and  organizational  arrangement 
of  the  following  BLS  programs: 

(a)  International  comparisons,  pro¬ 
ductivity,  labor  cost,  and  employment. 

(b)  Import-export  price  indexes. 

(c)  Training  of  foreign  statisticians. 

3.  Brief  report  on  the  status  of  selected 
productivity  programs. 

This  meeting  is  open  to  the  public.  It 
is  suggested  that  persons  planning  to  at¬ 
tend  this  meeting  as  observers  contact 
Kenneth  Q.  Van  Auken,  Executive  Sec¬ 
retary,  Business  Research  Advisory 
Council  on  (Area  Code  202)  961-2559. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  16th 
day  of  May  1975. 

Julius  Shiskin, 

Commissioner  of  Labor  Statistics. 

(FR  Doc.75-13597  Filed  5-22-76;8:45  am] 


Manpower  Administration  . 

EMPLOYMENT  TRANSFER  AND  BUSINESS 
COMPETITION 

Applications 

The  organizations  listed  in  the  attach¬ 
ment  have  applied  to  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  for  financial  assistance  in  the 
form  of  grants,  loans,  or  loan  guarantees 
in  order  to  establish  or  improve  facilities 
at  the  locations  listed  for  the  piuposes 
given  in  the  attached  list.  The  financial 
assistance  would  be  authorized  by  the 
Consolidated  Farm  and  Rural  Develop¬ 
ment  Act,  as  amended,  7  U.S.C.  1924(b), 
1932,  or  1942(b). 

The  Act  requires  the  Secretary  of 
Labor  to  determine  whether  such  Fed¬ 
eral  assistance  is  calculated  to  or  is 
likely  to  result  in  the  transfer  from  one 
area  to  another  of  any  employment  or 
business  activity  provided  by  operations 
of  the  applicant.  It  is  permissible  to  assist 
the  establishment  of  a  new  branch,  affil¬ 
iate  or  subsidiary,  only  if  this  will  not 
result  in  increased  unemplojmient  in  the 
place  of  present  operations  and  there  is 
no  reason  to  believe  the  new  facility  is 
being  established  with  the  intention  of 
closing  down  an  operating  facility. 

The  Act  also  prohibits  such  assistance 
if  the  Secretary  of  Labor  determines  that 
it  is  calculated  to  or  is  likely  to  result 
in  an  Increase  in  the  production  of  goods, 
materials,  or  commodities,  or  the  avail¬ 
ability  of  services  or  facilities  in  the  area, 
when  there  is  not  sufficient  demand  for 
such  goods,  materials,  commodities,  serv¬ 
ices,  or  facilities  to  employ  the  efficient 
capacity  of  existing  competitive  commer¬ 
cial  or  Industrial  enterprises,  unless  such 
financial  or  other  assistance  will  not  have 
an  adverse  effect  upon  existing  competi¬ 
tive  enterprises  in  the  area. 


The  Secretary  of  Labor’s  review  and 
certification  procedures  are  set  forth  at 
29  CFR  Part  75,  published  January  29, 
1975  (40  FR  4393).  In  determining* 
whether  the  applications  should  be  ap¬ 
proved  or  denied,  the  Secretary  will  take 
into  consideration  the  following  factors: 

1.  The  overall  employment  and  luiem- 
ployment  situation  in  the  local  area  in 
which  the  proposed  facility  will  be 
located. 

2.  Emplo3mient  trends  in  the  same  in¬ 
dustry  in  the  local  area. 

3.  The  potential  effect  of  the  new  fa¬ 
cility  upon  the  local  labor  market,  with 
particular  emphasis  upon  its  i>otential 
impact  upon  competitive  enterprises  in 
the  same  area. 

4.  The  competitive  effect  upon  other 
facilities  in  the  same  industry  located  in 
other  areas  (where  such  competition  is  a 
factor) . 

5.  In  the  case  of  applications  involving 
the  establishment  of  branch  plants  or 
facilities,  the  potential  effect  of  such  new 
facilities  on  other  existing  plants  or  fa¬ 
cilities  operated  by  the  applicant. 

All  persons  wishing  to  bring  to  the  at¬ 
tention  of  the  Secretary  of  Labor  any  in¬ 
formation  (lertinent  to  the  determina¬ 
tions  which  must  be  made  regarding 
these  applications  are  invited  to  submit 
such  information  in  writing  within  two 
weeks  of  publication  of  this  notice  to: 
Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  for  Man¬ 
power,  601  D  Street,  NW,  Washington, 
D.C.  20213. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  16th 
day  of  May.  1975. 


Ben  Burdetsky, 
Deputy  Assistant  Secretary 
for  Manpower. 


Appllealiom  received  during  the  week  ending  Mag  16,  i97B 


Name  of  applicant 


LocaUon  of  enterprise 


Principal  product  or  acUvity 


Flake  Realty  Corp . . . 

Management  System*  &  Techniques,  Ino. 

NAW  ReiJty  Corp . . . 

Northern  Utilities,  Inc _ 


Joseph  M.  Reis _ _ _ 

Sumner  BomsMn . . 

Manheim  Stone,  Inc . . 

Fulton  Industries,  Inc . 

Farrow's  Red  A  White  Supermarket 
Blade-Harrold  Foods,  Ino _ 

RSC  Industries,  Inc . . 

Recycle  Corp.  of  America . 


Fairfield,  Maine . Health  care  facility. 

Burlington,  Vt . Data  processing  and  facilities  management. 

Walmle,  N.H . .  Shopung  plasa. 

Rockingham  and  Distribution  of  natural  gas. 

Strafford  Counties, 

N.H.,  and  An- 
drosoo^n,  Cum¬ 
berland,  and  York 
CounUes,  Maine. 

Pedricktown,  N.J . Landscaping,  excavaUng,  hauling,  and 

demolition. 

Hagerstown,  Md _ Manufacture  upholstery  furniture^ 

Manheim,  W.  Va . Limestone  aggregate  and  blacktop; 

McConnellsburg,  Pa.  Aerial  work  ]^tforms. 

(Tenant  of  McCon- 
nellsbun).  « 

Engelhard,  N.C . Supermarket. 

West  New  Bern,  N.C.  Manufacture  and  distribute  feed  to  poultry 
and  Ueestock  brms. 

Allendale,  8.C.  Mtmufactuie  Insulated  copper  wire; 

(Tenant  of  Allen¬ 
dale  County). 

Sneswla,  Fla.  tenant  Recycles  used  cars, 
of  Jaoksra  County 
Port  Authority). 
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Name  o(  appMeaDt 

Loeatloo  of  eaterprlae 

Ptindpal  prodoet  or  aottvlty 

Uouslng  by  Vacua,  Inc _ ......... _ 

^  M,  McMlUan  Sawmill,  Inc . . 

The  Industrial  Development  Board  at  the 
County  of  Hickman  Leasing  to  Hickman 
Metal  Con). 

Benjamin  Mill  &  Lnmber  Co.,  Tne . 

Pembroke,  N.C, 
(Tenant  to  Town 
of  Pembroke). 

Btockton^Ala _ 

Wrlgley,  Tenn. . . 

Rom  City,  Mich . . 

Quincy,  Ill.,  and 
Hannibal,  Mo. 

Tallulab,  La . 

Blloom  Springs,  Ark.. 

Manufacture  of  mobile  bomea. 

Manufacture  of  hardwood  lumber  and  chips. 
Foundry  (metal  casting),  and  machined 
casting 

Retail  building  materials. 

Manufacture  of  beating  and  air-conditioning 
equipment. 

Nursing  home. 

Industrial  cleaning  machines. 

Delta  Haven,  Inc . . . . . . 

Citation  Manufacturing  Co.,  Inc _ _ 

Restwell  Retirement  Lodge,  Inc . 

Pack  and  Co.,  Inc.,  and  Pack  Concrete,  Inc. 

Columbia,  Mo . . 

EallspcU,  Mont _ 

products. 

Nursing  home. 

Asphalt  paving  and  ready  mix  concrete. 

Richar<i  W.  Nayatewa _ _ _ _ _ 

Chinle,  Aril . 

Automobile  dealership. 

Extract,  process  and  sell  ccmeutaceous 
material. 

Calif. 

(PR  Doc.75-13576  Piled  6-22-75:8:46  ami 

INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 


IRREGULAR-ROUTE  lAOTOR  COMMON 
CARRIERS  OF  PROPERTY 

Elimination  of  Gateway  Letter-Notices 
Mat  20,  1975. 

The  following  letter-notices  of  pro¬ 
posals  to  eliminate  gateways  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  reducing  highway  congestion, 
alleviating  air  and  noise  pollution,  mini¬ 
mizing  safety  hazards,  and  conserving 
fuel  have  been  filed  with  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission  imder  the  Com¬ 
missions  Gateway  Elimination  Rules 
(49  CFR  1065) ,  and  notice  thereof  to  all 
Interested  persons  is  hereby  given  as 
provided  in  such  rules. 

An  original  and  two  copies  of  protests 
against  the  proposed  elimination  of  any 
gateway  herein  described  may  be  filed 
with  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commis¬ 
sion  on  or  before  June  2,  1975.  A  copy 
must  also  be  served  upon  applicant  or  its 
representative.  Protests  against  the  elim¬ 
ination  of  a  gateway  will  not  operate  to 
stay  commencement  of  the  proposed 
operation. 

Successively  filed  letter -notices  of  the 
same  carrier  under  these  rules  will  be 
numbered  consecutively  for  convenience 
In  identification.  Protests,  if  any,  must 
refer  to  such  letter-notices  by  num^r. 

No.  MC  9325  (Sub-No.  E5),  filed 
May  13,  1974.  Applicant:  K  LINES,  INC.. 
P.O.  Box  1348,  Lake  Oswego,  Oreg.  97034. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Michael  P. 
Crew,  620  Blue  Cross  Bldg.,  Portland, 
Oreg.  97201.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Ce- 
ment,  in  bulk,  between  points  in  Wash¬ 
ington  west  of  the  Cascade  Mountains, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Oregon,  restricted  against  traf¬ 
fic  moving  betweoi  points  In  Whatcom, 
Skagit,  Snohomish,  Island.  Kitsap,  Clal¬ 
lam,  Jefferson,  Mason,  and  King  Coun¬ 
ties,  Wash.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  Wallowa,  Union,  and 
Umatilla  Counties,  Oreg.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  points  in  Oregon  west  of  the  Cascade 
Mountains. 

No.  MC  932S  (Sub-No.  E8).  filed 
May  13,  1974.  Applicant:  K  LINES,  INC., 


P.O.  Box  1348,  Lake  Oswego,  Oreg.  97034. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Michael  P. 
Crew,  620  Blue  Cross  Bldg.,  Portland, 
Oreg.  97201.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Ce¬ 
ment.  in  bulk,  from  points  in  Washing¬ 
ton  and  Oregon  (except  points  in  Klam¬ 
ath,  Lake,  Harney,  and  Malheur  Coun¬ 
ties),  to  points  in  Siskiyou.  Del  Norte, 
Shasta,  and  Hiunboldt  Counties,  Calif. 
’The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateways  of  points  in  Benton  and 
Franklin  Counties,  Wash.,  and  points  in 
Umatilla  County,  Oreg.,  and  Gtold  Hill, 
Oreg.,  or  points  in  Oregon  west  of  the 
Cascade  Mountains  and  Gold  Hill,  Oreg. 

No.  MC  21170  (Sub-No.  E127),  filed 
Jime  4,  1974.  Applicant:  BOS  LINES, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  68,  Cedar  Rapids,  Iowa 
52406.  Applicant’s  representative:  Gene 
R.  Prohmki  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Food  products  and  com¬ 
modities  exempt  from  economic  regula¬ 
tion  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  Sec¬ 
tion  203(b)  (c)  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act,  in  mixed  loads  with  food 
products,  restricted  to  such  commodities 
as  are  dealt  in  by  retail,  wholesale,  and 
chain  grocery  stores,  from  points  in  Iowa 
on  and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
lowa-Minnesota  State  line  and  extend¬ 
ing  along  Iowa  Highway  4.  thence  along 
Iowa  Highway  4  to  Junction  Iowa  High¬ 
way  7,  thence  along  Iowa  Highway  7  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  169,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  169  to  junction  Iowa 
Highway  141,  thence  along  Iowa  High¬ 
way  141  to  junction  Iowa  Highway  89, 
thence  along  Iowa  Highway  89  to  junc¬ 
tion  Iowa  Highway  210,  thence  along 
Iowa  Highway  210  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  69,  thence  along  UJ3.  Highway  69 
to  junction  Iowa  Highway  92,  thence 
along  Iowa  Highway  92  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  63,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
63  to  junction  Iowa  Highway  2.  thence 
along  Iowa  Highway  2  to  jimction  un¬ 
numbered  highway  near  Milton,  thence 
along  umuunbered  highway  through 
Cantril,  to  the  lowa-Missouri  State  line, 
to  points  in  New  York  on  and  south  of 
a  line  beginning  at  the  New  York-New 
Jersey  State  line  and  extending  along 
U.S.  Highway  87-287  to  jimction  New 


York  Highway  22,  thence  along  New 
Yoik  Highway  22  to  the  New  York- 
Connectlcut  State  line.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  facilities 
of  Ralston  Purina  Co.,  located  at  or  near 
California,  Mo.  The  authorities  men¬ 
tioned  above  were  purchased  by  Cedar 
Rapids  Steel  ’Transportation  Inc.,  pur¬ 
suant  to  MC-F-10199. 

No.  MC  21170  (Sub-No.  E128),  filed 
June  4.  1974.  Applicant:  BOS  LINES, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  68,  Cedar  Rapids.  Iowa 
52406.  Aigilicant’s  representative:  Gene 
R.  Prchuski  (same  as  above) .  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Food  products  and  com¬ 
modities  exempt  from  economic  regula¬ 
tion  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  Sec¬ 
tion  203(b)  (c)  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act  in  mixed  loads  with  food 
products,  restricted  to  such  commodities 
as  are  dealt  in  by  retail,  wholesale,  and 
chain  grocery  stores,  from  points  in 
Iowa  on  and  west  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  lowa-Mlnnesota  State  line  and 
extending  along  Iowa  Highway  9  to  junc¬ 
tion  Iowa  Highway  182,  thence  along 
Iowa  Highway  182  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  18.  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  18  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  75,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  75  to  junctl(m  Iowa  High¬ 
way  3,  thence  along  Iowa  Highway  3  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  59.  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  59  to  junction  Iowa  High¬ 
way  44.  thence  along  Iowa  Highway  44 
to  junction  Iowa  Highway  25,  thence 
along  Iowa  Highway  25  to  junction  n.S. 
Highway  80.  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
80  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  69.  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  69  to  junction  Iowa 
Highway  5,  thence  al(mg  Iowa  Highway 
5  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  34,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  34  to  junction  U.8. 
Highway  63,  thence  along  n.S.  Highway 
63  to  Junction  Iowa  Highway  2,  thence 
along  Iowa  Highway  2  to  junction  nn- 
niunbered  highway  near  Milton,  thence 
along  unnumbered  highway  through 
Cantril,  to  the  lowa-Mlssourl  State  line, 
to  points  in  New  York,  on,  west,  and 
south  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  New 
York -New  Jersey  State  line  and  extend¬ 
ing  along  U.S.  Highway  209  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  9W.  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  9W  to  junction  New  York  High¬ 
way  23A,  thence  along  New  York  High¬ 
way  23A  to  junction  New  York  Highway 
66,  thence  along  New  York  Highway  66 
to  junction  New  York  Highway  295, 
thence  along  New  York  Highway  295  to 
jimction  unnumbered  highway,  thence 
along  unnumbered  highway  to  junctlcxi 
U.S.  Highway  20,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  20  to  the  New  York -Massachusetts 
State  line.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gat^ay  of  the  facilities 
of  Ralston  Purina  Co.,  located  at  or  near 
Califomia.  Mo.  The  authorities  men¬ 
tioned  above  were  purchased  by  Cedar 
Rapids  Steel  Transimrtation  me.,  pur¬ 
suant  to  MC-P-10199. 

No.  MC  21170  (Sub-No.  E129).  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  BOS  LINES, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  68,  Cedar  Rapids.  Iowa 
52406.  Ai^llcant’s  representative:  Gene 
R.  Prohuskl  (same  as  above) .  Authority 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL  40,  NO.  101— FRIDAY,  MAY  23,  1975 


22626 


NOTICES 


sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Food  products  and  com¬ 
modities  exempt  from  econmnic  regula¬ 
tion  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  Sec¬ 
tion  203  (b)  (c)  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act  in  mixed  loads  with  food 
products,  restricted  to  such  commodities 
as  are  dealt  in  by  retail,  wholesale,  and 
chain  grocery  stores,  from  points  in 
Iowa  on  and  west  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  lowa-Minnesota  State  line  and 
extending  along  U.S.  Highway  169  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  20,  thence  along 
U  S.  Highway  20  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  35.  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  35 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  30,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  30  to  jimction  U.S. 
Highway  65,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
65  to  jimction  Iowa  Highway  117,  thence 
along  Iowa  Highway  117  to  jimction  U.S. 
Highway  6.  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
6  to  junction  Iowa  Highway  14,  thence 
along  Iowa  Highway  14  to  junction  Iowa 
Highway  163,  thence  along  Iowa  High¬ 
way  163  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  63, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  63  to 
junction  Iowa  Highway  2,  thence  along 
Iowa  Highway  2  to  junction  unnumbered 
highway  near  Milton,  thence  along  un¬ 
numbered  highway  through  Cantril,  to 
the  lowa-Missouri  State  line,  to  points 
in  Massachusetts  on  and  east  of  a  line 
beginning  at  Massachusetts  Bay  and 
extending  along  Massachusetts  Highway 
18  to  junction  Massachusetts  Highway 
123,  thence  along  Massachusetts  High¬ 
way  123  to  junction  Massachusetts  High¬ 
way  138,  thence  along  Massachusetts 
Highway  138  to  the  Massachusetts- 
Rhode  Island  State  line.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  the  facilities  of  Ralston  Purina  Co., 
located  at  or  near  California,  Mo.  The 
authorities  mentioned  above  were  pur¬ 
chased  by  Cedar  Rapids  Steel  Transix>r- 
tation  Inc.,  pursuant  to  MC-P-10199, 

No.  MC  21170  (Sub-No.  E130),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  BOS  LINES, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  68,  Cedar  Rapids,  Iowa 
52406.  Applicant’s  representative:  Gene 
R.  Prohusid  (same  sis  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier. 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Food  products  and  com¬ 
modities  exempt  from  economic  regula¬ 
tions  pursusmt  to  the  provisions  of  Sec¬ 
tion  203(b)  (c)  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act.  in  mixed  loads  with  food 
products,  restricted  to  such  commod¬ 
ities  as  are  desdt  in  by  retsiil,  wholesale, 
and  chain  grocery  stores,  from  points  in 
Iowa  on  and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  lowa-Minnesota  State  line  and 
extending  sdong  Iowa  Highway  9  to 
junction  Iowa  Highway  182,  thence 
along  Iowa  Highway  182  to  jimction  U.S. 
Highway  18,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
18  to  Junction  U.S.  Highway  75,  thence 
sdong  U.S.  Highway  75  to  junction  Iowa 
Highway  3,  thence  along  Iowa  Highway 
3  to  Junction  U.S.  Highway  59,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  59  to  junction  Iowa 
Highway  44,  thence  along  Iowa  Highway 
44  to  Junction  Iowa  Highway  25,  thence 
along  Iowa  Hlghwsiy  25  to  Junction  UH. 
Highway  80,  thence  along  n.S.  mghway 


80  to  Junction  U.S.  Highway  69,  thence 
along  n.S.  Highway  69  to  junction  Iowa 
Highway  5,  thence  along  Iowa  Highway 
5  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  34,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  34  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  34  and  U.S.  Highway  63,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  63  to  junction  Iowa 
Highway  2,  thence  along  Iowa  Highway 
2  to  junction  unnumbered  highway  near 
Milton,  thence  along  uimumbered  high¬ 
way  through  Cantril,  to  the  lowa-Mis¬ 
souri  State  line,  to  points  in  Massachu¬ 
setts.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  the  facilities 
of  Ralston  Purina  Co.,  located  at  or  near 
California,  Mo.  The  authorities  men¬ 
tioned  above  were  purchased  by  Cedar 
Rapids  Steel  Transportation  Inc.,  pur¬ 
suant  to  MC-P-10199. 

No.  MC  21170  (Sub-No.  E131),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  BOS  LINES, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box- 68,  Cedar  Rapids,  Iowa 
52406.  Applicant’s  representative:  Gene 
R.  Prohuski  (same  as  above) .  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Food  products  and  com¬ 
modities  exempt  from  economic  regula¬ 
tion  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  Section 
203(b)  (c)  of  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Act  in  mixed  loads  with  food  products, 
restricted  to  such  commodities  as  are 
dealt  in  by  retail,  wholesale,  and  chain 
grocery  stores,  from  points  in  Iowa  on 
and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  lowa- 
Minnesota  State  line  and  extending 
along  Iowa  Highway  4  to  junction  Iowa 
Highway  7,  thence  along  Iowa  Highway 
7  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  169,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  169  to  junction  Iowa 
Highway  141,  thence  along  Iowa  High¬ 
way  141  to  junction  Iowa  Highway  89, 
thence  along  Iowa  Highway  89  to  junc¬ 
tion  Iowa  Highway  210,  thence  along 
Iowa  Highway  210  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  69,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
69  to  junction  Iowa  Highway  92,  thence 
along  Iowa  Highway  92  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  63,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
63  to  junction  Iowa  Highway  2,  thence 
along  Iowa  Highway  2  to  junction  un¬ 
numbered  highway  near  Milton,  thence 
along  unnumbered  highway  through 
Cantril  to  the  lowa-Mlssourl  State  line, 
to  points  in  Massachusetts  on,  west,  and 
south  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Massa- 
chusetts-Connecticut  State  line  and  ex¬ 
tending  along  uimumbered  highway 
through  Clayton  and  Southfield,  to 
junction  Massachusetts  Highway  57  at 
New  Marlboro,  thence  along  Massachu¬ 
setts  Highway  57  to  jimction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  202,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  202 
to  junction  Massachusetts  Highway  9, 
thence  along  Massachusetts  Highway  9 
to  junction  Massachusetts  Highway  109, 
thence  along  Massachusetts  Highway 
107  to  the  Massachusetts  Bay.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  Is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  the  facilities  of  Ralston 
Purina  Co.,  located  at  or  near  Califor¬ 
nia,  Mo.  The  authorities  mentioned 
above  were  purchased  by  Cedar  Rapids 
Steel  Transportation,  Inc.,  pursuant  to 
MC-P-10199. 

No.  MC  21170  (Sub-No.  E132),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  BOS  LINES, 


INC.,  P.O.  Box  68,  Cedar  Rapids,  Iowa 
52406.  Applicant’s  representative:  Gene 
R.  Prohuski  (same  as  above) .  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Food  products  and  com¬ 
modities  exonpt  from  economic  regula¬ 
tion  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  section 
203(b)  (c)  of  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Act  in  mixed  loads  with  food  products, 
restricted  to  such  commodities  as  are 
dealt  in  by  retail,  wholesale,  and  chain 
grocery  stores,  from  c>oints  in  Iowa  on 
and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  lowa- 
Minnesota  State  line  and  extending  along 
U.S.  Highway  218  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  63,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  63  to 
junction  unnumbered  highway  at  Bloom-  ■ 
field,  thence  along  unnumbered  highway 
through  Savannah,  to  the  lowa-Missouri 
State  line,  to  points  in  Colorado  on  and 
south  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Colorado- 
Utah  State  line  and  extending  along 
Colorado  Highway  90  to  junction  Colo¬ 
rado  Highway  145,  thence  along  Colorado 
Highway  145  to  junction  Colorado  High¬ 
way  62,  thence  along  Colorado  Highway 
62  to  jimction  U.S.  Highway  550,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  550  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  160,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
160  to  the  Colorado-Kansas  State  line. 
'The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  the  facilities  of  Ralston 
Purina  Co.,  located  at  or  near  California, 
Mo.  ’The  authorities  mentioned  above 
were  purchased  by  Cedar  Rapids  Steel 
Transportation  Inc.,  pursuant  to  MC-P- 
10199. 

No.  MC  21170  (Sub-No.  E170),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  BOS  LINES, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  68,  Cedar  Rapids,  Iowa 
52406.  Applicant’s  representative:  Gene 
R.  Prohuski  (same  as  above) .  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier. 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Food  products  and  com¬ 
modities  exempt  from  economic  regula¬ 
tion  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  section 
203(b)  (c)  of  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Act  in  mixed  loads  with  food  products, 
restricted^  to  such  commodities  as  are 
dealt  in  by  retail,  wholesale,  and  chain 
grocery  stores,  from  points  in  Minnesota 
on  and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
United  States-Canada  International 
Boundary  line  and  extending  along  Min¬ 
nesota  Highway  72  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  71,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  71  to 
June  ton  U.S.  Highway  2,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  2  to  junction  Minnesota 
Highway  9,  thence  along  Minnesota 
Highway  9  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  94, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  94  to  Junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  59,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  59  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  14, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  14  to  junction 
Minnesota  Highway  15,  thence  along 
Minnesota  Highway  15  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  16;  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
16  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  65,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  65  to  the  Mlnnesota- 
lowa  State  line,  to  points  in  Kentucky 
on  and  south  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Indiana-Kentucky  State  line  and  extend¬ 
ing  along  U.S.  Highway  64  to  Junction 
U.S.  Highway  460,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  460  to  junctl(m  n.S.  Highway 
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23,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  23  to  the 
Kentucky-West  Virginia  State  line.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  Is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  the  facilities  of  Ralston 
Purina  Co.,  located  at  or  near  California, 
Mo.  The  authorities  mentioned  above 
were  purchased  by  Cedar  Ri^ids  Steel 
Transportation  Inc.,  pursuant  to  MC-P- 
10199. 

No.  MC  21170  (Sub-No.  E171),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  BOS  LINES, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  68,  Cedar  Rapids,  Iowa 
52406.  Applicant’s  representative:  Gene 
R.  Proh\iskl  (same  as  above) .  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Food  products  and  com¬ 
modities  exempt  from  economic  regula¬ 
tion  pmsuant  to  the  provisions  of  Sec¬ 
tion  203(b)  (c)  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act  in  mixed  loads  with  food 
products,  from  points  in  Minnesota  on 
and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
United  States-Canada  International 
Boundary  line  and  extending  along  Min¬ 
nesota  Highway  18  to  jimction  Minnesota 
Highway  1-169,  thence  along  Minnesota 
Highway  1-169  to  Junction  Minnesota 
Highway  21,  thence  along  Miimesota 
Highway  21  to  jimction  Minnesota  High¬ 
way  135,  thence  along  Minnesota  High¬ 
way  135  to  junction  Minnesota  Highway 
4,  thence  along  Minnesota  Highway  4  to 
junction  Minnesota  Highway  23,  thence 
along  Minnesota  Highway  23  to  the  Min- 
nesota-Wisconsin  State  line,  thence 
along  the  Minnesota- Wisconsin  State 
line  to  junction  Minnesota  Highway  58, 
thence  along  Minnesota  Highway  58  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  52,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  52  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  63.  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  63  to 
the  Minnesota-Iowa  State  line,  to  points 
in  Kentucky  on  and  south  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  the  minois-Kentucky  State  line 
and  extending  along  U.S.  Highway  62  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  431,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  431  to  junction  Kentucky 
Highway  100,  thence  along  Kentucky 
Highway  100  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
31W,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  31 W  to 
the  Kentucky-Tennessee  State  line.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  the  facilities  of  Ralston 
Purina  Co.,  located  at  or  near  California, 
Mo.  The  authorities  mentioned  above 
were  purchased  by  Cedar  Rapids,  Steel 
Transportation  Inc.,  pursuant  to  MC-F- 
10199. 

No.  MC  30844  (Sub-No.  E14),  filed 
May  28,  1974.  Applicant:  KROBLIN 
REFRIGERATED  XPRESS,  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  5000,  Waterloo,  Iowa  50704.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Paul  Rhodes 
(same  as  above) .  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Coffee  beans,  from  Philadelphia  to 
Denver,  Colo.,  Manhattan,  Pittsburg, 
Topeka,  and  Wichita,  Kans.,  Joplin  and 
Kansas  City,  Mo.,  Lincoln,  Norfolk,  and 
Omaha,  Nebr.,  Bristow,  Oklahoma  City, 
and  Tulsa,  Okla.,  and  Amarillo,  Arling¬ 
ton,  Bemham,  Corpus  Chrlstl,  Dallas, 
Lubbock,  San  Angelo,  and  San  Antonio, 
Tex.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  Is  to  eli¬ 
minate  the  gateway  of  Chicago,  HI. 


No.  MC  30844  (Sub-No.  E16).  filed 
May  28.  1974.  Applicant:  KROBLIN 
REFRIGERATED  XPRESS,  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  5000,  Waterloo,  Iowa  50704.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Paul  Rhodes 
(same  as  above) .  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Frozen  vegetables,  from  Camden, 
N.J.,  to  Denver,  C(^o.,  Manhattan,  Pitts¬ 
burg,  Topeka,  and  Wichita,  Kans.,  Jop¬ 
lin  and  Elansas  City,  Mo.,  Lincoln, 
Norfolk,  and  Omaha,  Nebr.,  Bristow, 
Oklahoma  City,  and  Tulsa,  Okla.,  and 
Amarillo,  Arlinerton,  Bemham,  Corpus 
Chrlstl,  Dallas.  Lubbock,  San  Angelo, 
and  San  Antonio,  Tex.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  Is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Chicago,  m. 

No.  MC  30844  (Sub-No.  E16),  filed 
May  26.  1974.  AppUcant:  KROBLIN  RE¬ 
FRIGERATED  XPRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
5000,  Waterloo,  Iowa  50704.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Paul  Rhodes  (same  as 
alMve) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Frozen 
foodstuffs,  from  points  in  Indiana  on  and 
north  of  Indiana  Highway  18  to  Kansas 
City,  Mo.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Marshalltown, 
Iowa. 

No.  MC  30844  (Sub-No.  E17).  filed 
May  26.  1974.  Applicant:  KROBLIN  RE- 
FRIGERA'TED  XPRESS.  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
5000,  Waterloo,  Iowa  50704.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Paul  Rhodes  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Coffee 
beans,  from  New  York,  N.Y.,  to  points  in 
Texas,  Oklahoma,  Kansas,  Nebraska, 
Coloracto,  and  those  points  in  Missouri  on 
and  west  of  U.S.  Highway  65.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gate¬ 
way  of  Cedar  Rapids,  Iowa. 

No.  MC  30844  (Sub-No.  E18),  filed 
May  26.  1974.  AppUcant:  KROBLIN  RE¬ 
FRIGERATED  XPRESS.  me..  P.O.  Box 
5000,  Waterloo,  Iowa  50704.  AppUcant’s 
representative:  Paul  Rhodes  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Frozen 
potatoes  and  potato  products,  from 
Easton,  Portland,  and  Presque  Isle, 
Maine,  to  points  In  Texas,  Oklahoma, 
Kansas,  Nebraska,  and  Colorado,  and 
Arkansas.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  Is  to 
elemlnate  the  gateway  of  Des  Moines, 
Iowa. 

No.  MC  30844  (Sub-No.  E19),  filed 
May  26,  1974.  AppUcant:  KROBm  RE¬ 
FRIGERATED  XPRESS,  me.,  P.O. 
Box  5000,  Waterloo,  Iowa  50704.  AppU¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Paul  Rhodes 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Meats,  meat  products,  and  meat  by¬ 
products,  and  articles  distributed  by 
meat  packinghouses,  as  described  In  Sec¬ 
tions  A  and  C  of  Appendix  I  to  the  report 
In  Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certifi¬ 
cates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766  (except 


hides  and  commodities  In  bulk),  from 
Lawrence  and  Topeka,  Kans.,  Joplin  and 
Kansas  City,  Mo.,  Henryetta,  Muskogee. 
OklahiMna  (3lty,  C^mulgee,  and  Tulsa, 
Okla.,  to  points  In  Maine,  Massachusetts, 
Vermont,  New  Hampshire,  Rhode  Island. 
Connecticut,  Pennsylvania  (except  Pitts¬ 
burgh),  New  York,  New  Jersey,  Dela¬ 
ware,  Maryland,  District  of  Coliunbia, 
Ohio  on  and  north  of  a  line  extending 
from  the  Indiana-Ohlo  State  line  along 
U.S.  Highway  40  through  Springfield  and 
Columbus,  Ohio,  to  junction  Ohio  High¬ 
way  440  (formerly  portion  U.S.  Highway 
40),  near  Kirkersville.  Ohio,  thence 
along  Ohio  Highway  440  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  40  near  BrownsvlUe,  Ohio, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  40  through 
Cambridge  and  Bridgeport,  Ohio,  to  the 
Ohio-West  Virginia  State  line  (except 
Columbus  and  Toledo.  Ohio),  Altoona, 
and  points  In  Pennsylvania  on  and  west 
of  a  Une  extending  from  the  Maryland- 
Pennsylvania  State  Une  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  219  through  Salisbury,  Johnston, 
Du  Bois,  and  Bradford,  Pa.,  to  the  New 
York-Pennsylvania  State  Une,  and  Buf¬ 
falo,  Niagara  Falls,  Rochester,  Syracuse, 
and  Utica,  N.Y.,  and  Michigan  (except 
Detroit,  Flint,  and  Saginaw).  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Waterloo,  Iowa. 

No.  MC  30844  (Sub-No.  E20),  filed 
May  26,  1974.  Applicant:  KROBUN  RE¬ 
FRIGERATED  XPRESS.  me.,  P.O. 
Box  5000,  Waterloo,  Iowa  50704.  AppU¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Paul  Rhodes  (same 
as  above).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Canned  goods,  from  Alton,  Leroy,  Mt. 
Morris,  Oakfield,  and  South  Dayton, 
N.Y.,  to  Denver,  Colo.,  Lincoln,  Norfolk, 
and  Omaha,  Nebr.  ’The  purpose  of  this 
fiUng  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Chicago,  HI. 

No.  MC  30844  (Sub-No.  E21),  filed 
May  26.  1974.  AppUcant:  KROBLm  RE¬ 
FRIGERATED  XPRESS,  me.,  P.O.  Box 
5000,  Waterloo,  Iowa  50704.  AppUcant’s 
representative:  Paul  Rhodes  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Cocoa 
beans,  from  New  York  City  to  Denver, 
Colo.,  Manhattan,  Pittsburg,  Topeka, 
and  Wichita,  Kans.,  Joplin  and  Kansas 
City.  Mo.,  Lincoln.  Norfolk,  and  Omaha, 
Nebr.,  Bristow,  Oklahoma  City,  and 
’Tulsa,  Okla.,  and  Amarillo,  Arlington, 
Bemham,  Corpus  Chrlstl,  Dallas,  Lub¬ 
bock,  San  Angelo,  and  San  Antonio,  Tex. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  Is  to  eUminate 
the  gateway  of  Chicago.  HI. 

No.  MC  30844  (Sub-No.  E22).  filed 
May  26.  1974.  Applicant:  KROBLm 
REFRIGERATED  XPRESS,  mC.,  P.O. 
Box  5000,  Waterloo,  Iowa  50704.  AppU¬ 
cant’s  r^resentative:  Paul  Rhodes 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Meats,  meat  products,  and  meat 
by-products  (other  than  frozen) ,  as  de- 
s(^bed  In  Section  A  of  Append  I  to  the 
report  In  Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier 
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Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766,  from 
Quakertown,  Pa.,  to  points  in  Kansas, 
Nebraska,  Hauretta,  MuskoKce,  C^da- 
homa  City,  Okmulgee,  and  Tulsa,  Okla., 
and  Denver,  Colorado  Spiings,  and  Pu¬ 
eblo,  C(do.  Hie  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Waterloo, 
Iowa. 

No.  MC  30844  (Sub-No.  E23),  filed 
May  26,  1974.  Applicant:  KROBLIN 
REFRIGERATED  XPRESS,  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  5000,  Waterloo,  Iowa  50704.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Paul  Rhodes 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Flour,  prepared  edible  flour  mixes, 
commeal.  bran,  wheat  germ,  and  bird 
feed  (except  commodities  in  bulk) ,  from 
New  Prague,  New  Ulm,  and  Wabasha, 
Minn.,  to  points  in  Texas,  Arkansas, 
Oklahoma,  Kansas,  Missouri,  Colorado, 
Nebraska,  Indiana,  and  Ohio.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Des  Moines,  Iowa. 

No.  MC  30844  (Sub-No.  E24),  filed 
May  26.  1974.  AppUcant:  KROBLIN 
REFRIGERATED  XPRESS.  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  5000,  Waterloo,  Iowa  50704.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Paul  Rhodes 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Canned  goods,  from  the  Lower 
Peninsula  of  Michigan  to  points  in  Mis¬ 
souri  on  and  west  of  U.S.  Highway  65 
and  those  In  Arkansas  on  and  west  of 
Arkansas  Highway  7.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Ottiunwa,  Iowa. 

No.  MC  30844  (Sub-No.  E35),  filed 
May  26.  1974.  AppUcant:  KROBLIN 
REFRIGERATED  XKIESS.  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  5000,  Waterloo,  Iowa  50704.  AppU- 
cant’s  representative:  Paul  Rhodes 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing.:  Foodstuffs,  from  Whiteford,  Md.,  to 
points  in  Texas,  Oklahoma,  Kansas. 
Colorado,  and  those  in  Missouri  on  and 
west  of  U.S.  Highway  65.  ’The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gate¬ 
ways  of  Pittsburgh,  Pa.,  and  Keokuk, 
Iowa. 

No.  MC  73165  (Sub-No.  E99) ,  filed  Oc¬ 
tober  8, 1974.  AivUcant:  EAGLE  MOTOR 
LINES.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  11086,  Birming¬ 
ham,  Ala.  35202.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Carl  n.  Hurst  (same  as  above) .  Au- 
Oiarlty  soufidit  to  (^J^ate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Cement  asbestos 
pipe  and  plastic  pipe,  which  are  embraced 
^  In  the  description  in  (1)  below:  (1)  Ma¬ 
chinery,  eguipment,  material,  and  sup¬ 
plies  used  in  or  in  cormection  with,  the 
discovery,  development,  production,  re¬ 
fining,  manufactme,  processing,  storage, 
transmission,  and  distribution  of  natural 
gas  and  petioleum  and  their  products 
and  by-products,  and  machinery,  mate¬ 
rials,  supplies,  and  equipment  incidental 
to  or  used  In  the  constnietion,  devdop- 
ment,  opcradon,  and  maintenance  of  fa¬ 
culties  for  the  discovery,  mining,  and 


milling  at  lead,  zinc.  Iron,  coal,  and 
ottier  mlnerala,  and  comynodities  the 
transportation  of  uiiich  by  reason  of 
their  size  or  weight,  require  the  use  of 
special  eqnliHnent  or  special  handling, 
when  any  of  the  commodities  described  in 
this  paragrat^  consist  of  the  foUowing: 
(a)  Machinery,  equipment,  materials, 
and  supplies  used  in,  or  in  connection 
with,  the  discovery,  development,  produc¬ 
tion,  refining,  manufacture,  processing, 
storage,  transmission,  and  distilbution  of 
natural  gas  and  petroleum  and  their 
products  and  by-products,  and  machin¬ 
ery,  materials,  equipment,  and  supplies 
used  in,  or  in  connection  with,  the  con- 
structi<m,  operation,  repair,  servicing, 
maintenance,  and  dismantling  of  pipe¬ 
lines,  including  the  stringing  and  pick¬ 
ing  up  thereof;  (b)  Machinery,  equip¬ 
ment,  materials,  and  supplies  used  in,  or 
in  connection  with,  the  drilling  of  water 
wells,  or  (c)  Machinery,  equipment,  ma¬ 
terials,  and  supplies  used  in,  or  in  con¬ 
nection  with,  the  construction,  operation, 
repair,  servicing,  maintenance,  and  dis¬ 
mantling  of  pipelines,  other  than  pipe¬ 
lines  used  for  the  transmission  of  natural 
gas,  petroleum,  their  products,  and  by¬ 
products,  water,  or  sewerage,  restricted 
to  the  transportation  of  ship  ments  mov¬ 
ing  to  or  from  pipeline  rlfidit-of-way, 
from  points  in  that  p>art  of  Montana  on 
and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Mon¬ 
tana- Wyoming  State  line  near  Alzada, 
Mont.,  and  extending  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  212  to  Jimcticm  U.S.  Highway  312, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  312  to  MUes 
CTity,  Mont.,  thence  along  Montana  High¬ 
way  22  to  Jordan,  Mcmt.,  thence  north¬ 
westerly  in  a  straight  line  to  Malta, 
Mont.,  and  thence  along  Montana  High¬ 
way  242  to  the  United  States-Canada  In¬ 
ternational  Boimdary  line,  points  in  that 
pcurt  of  North  Dakota  on  and  west  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  United  States- 
(Tanada  International  Boimdary  line  and 
extending  along  North  Dakota  Highway 
30  to  Junction  unnumbered  highway  at 
Lehr,  N.  Dak.,  and  thence  along  unnum¬ 
bered  highway  to  Ashley,  thence  along 
North  Dakota  Highway  3  to  the  South 
Dakota-North  Dakota  State  line,  and 
points  in  South  Dakota  west  of  the  Mis¬ 
souri  River  and  on  and  north  of  U.S, 
Highway  14,  to  p(^t8  in  Mississippi,  Ala¬ 
bama,  Gewgia,  South  (Carolina,  and 
Florida.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateways  of  Ottawa 
(bounty,  Okla.,  and  Van  Buren,  Ark. 

No.  MC  73165  (Sub-No.  El  13),  filed 
October  8,  1974.  Applicant:  EAGLE  MO¬ 
TOR  LINES,  INC,,  P.O.  Box  11086,  Bir¬ 
mingham,  Ala.  35202.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Carl  U.  Hurst  (same  as 
above).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Contrac¬ 
tors'  outfits  and  equipment  consisting  of 
commodities  described  in  (1)  below  (ex¬ 
cept  those  unusual  value,  dangerous 
explosives,  household  goods  as  defined 
in  Practices  of  Motor  Common  Carriers 
of  Household  Goods,  17  M.C.C.  467,  com¬ 
modities  in  bulk,  and  those  requiring 
special  equipment  (except  pipe,  pipeline 
material,  machinery,  equipment,  and 
supplies  incidental  to  and  used  in  con¬ 


nection  with  the  construction,  disman¬ 
tling,  and  repair  of  pipelines),  (1)  Ma- 
chsnery,  equipment,  materials,  and  sup¬ 
plies  used  in  car  in  connection  with,  the 
discovery,  develoixnent,  production,  re¬ 
fining,  manufacture,  processing,  storage, 
transmission,  and  distribution  of  natural 
gas  and  petroleum  and  their  products 
and  by-products  and  machinery,  ma¬ 
terials,  supplies,  and  equipment  inci¬ 
dental  to  or  used  in  the  construction,  de¬ 
velopment,  operation,  and  maintenance 
of  facilities  for  the  discovery,  mining, 
and  zsilling  of  lead,  zinc,  iron,  coal,  and 
other  minerals,  when  any  of  tiie  com¬ 
modities  described  in  this  paragraph 
consist  of  the  following:  (a)  Machinery, 
equipment,  materials,  and  supplies  used 
in,  or  in  connection  with,  the  discovery, 
development,  production,  refining,  man¬ 
ufacture,  processing,  storage,  transmis¬ 
sion,  and  distribution  of  natural  gas  and 
petroleum  and  their  products  and  by¬ 
products  and  machinery,  materials, 
equipment,  and  supplies  used  in,  or  in 
connection  with,  the  construction,  op¬ 
eration,  repair,  servicing,  maintenance, 
and  dismantling  of  pipelines  including 
the  stringing  and  picking  up  thereof; 
(b)  Machinery,  equipment,  materials, 
and  supplies  used  in,  or  in  connection 
with,  the  drilling  of  water  wells;  or  (c) 
Machinery,  equipment,  materials,  and 
supplies  used  in,  or  in  connection  with, 
the  construction,  operation,  repair,  serv¬ 
icing.  maintenance,  and  dismantling  of 
pipelines,  other  than  pipelines  used  for 
the  transmission  of  natural  gas,  petro¬ 
leum,  their  products,  and  by-products, 
water,  or  sewerage,  restricted  to  the 
transportation  of  shipments  moving  to 
or  from  pipeline  right-of-way;  (aa)  be¬ 
tween  points  in  that  part  of  Montana  on 
and  east  of  a  line  be^ning  at  the  Mon- 
tana-Wyoming  State  line  near  Alzada, 
Mont.,  and  extending  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  212  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
312,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  312 
to  Miles  Cfity,  Mont.,  thence  along 
Montana  Highway  22  to  Jordan, 
Mont.,  thence  northwesterly  hi  a  straight 
line  to  Malta,  Mont.,  and  thence  along 
Montana  Highway  242  to  the  United 
States-Canada  International  Boundary 
line,  points  in  that  part  of  North  Da¬ 
kota  on  and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  United  States-Canada  International 
Boundary  line  and  extending  along 
North  Dakota  Highway  30  to  Junction 
unnumbered  highway  at  Lehr,  N,  Dak., 
and  thence  along  unnumbered  highway 
to  Ashley,  thence  along  North  Dakota 
Highway  3  to  the  South  Dakota-North 
Dakota  State  line,  and  points  in  South 
Dakota  west  of  the  Missouri  River  and 
on  and  north  of  U.S.  Highway  14,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Georgia  on  and  south  of  U.S.  Highway 
80;  (bb)  from  points  in  that  part  of 
Montana  on  and  east  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  Montana-Wyoming  State  line 
near  Alzada,  Mont.,  and  extending  along 
UB.  Highway  212  to  Junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  312,  thence  along  UB.  Highway  312 
to  Miles  City,  Mont.,  thence  along  Mon¬ 
tana  Highway  22  to  Jordan,  Mont., 
th»iee  northwesterly  in  a  straight  line 
to  Malta,  Mont.,  and  thence  along  Mon¬ 
tana  Highway  242  to  the  United  States- 


FEOEItAL  REGISTER,  VOL  40,  NO.  101 — FRIDAY,  MAY  23,  1975 


NOTICES 


26629 


Canada  International  Boundary  line, 
points  in  ttiat  part  of  North  Dakota  on 
and  west  of  a  line  beginninc  at  the 
United  States-Canada  Intanational 
Boundary  line  and  extending  along 
North  Dakota  Highway  30  to  Junction 
unnumbered  highway  at  Lehr,  N.  Dak., 
and  thence  along  unnumbered  highway 
to  Ashley,  thence  along  North  Dakota 
Highway  3  to  the  South  Dakota-North 
Dakota  State  line,  and  points  in  South 
Dakota  west  of  the  Missouri  River  and 
on  and  north  of  U.S.  Highway  14,  to 
points  In  Florida  on  and  north  of  a  line 
beginning  at  St.  Petersburg,  thence 
across  Oandy  Bridge  to  Tampa,  thence 
along  JJS.  Highway  92  to  Kissimmee, 
Fla.,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  192  to 
Melbourne,  Fla.,  and  thence  along  un¬ 
numbered  highway  to  the  Atlantic  Sea¬ 
board.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  Is  to 
eliminate  the  gateways  of  Birmingham, 
Ala.,  Ottawa  Coimty,  Okla.,  Arkansas, 
and  Tennessee. 

No.  MC  83539  (Sub-No.  E6),  filed 
May  5,  1974.  Applicant:  C  &  H  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION  CO.,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  5976, 
Dallas,  Tex.  75222.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Wiley  C.  Willingham  (same 
as  above).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  Irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1) 
Machinery,  materials,  and  supplies  used 
in.  or  In  connection  with  the  discovery, 
development,  production,  refining,  man- 
ufactiure,  processing,  storage,  transmis¬ 
sion,  and  distribution  of  natural  gas  and 
petroleum  and  their  products  and  by¬ 
products,  (2)  Machinery,  equipment, 
materials,  and  supplies  used  in,  or  in 
connection  with  the  construction,  oper¬ 
ation,  repair,  servicing,  maintenance, 
and  dismantling  of  pipelines  including 
the  stringing  and  picking  up  thereof,  and 
(3)  Earth  drilling  machinery  and  equip¬ 
ment,  and  machinery,  equipment,  ma¬ 
terials,  supplies,  and  pipe  incidental  to, 
used  in,  or  in  connection  with  the  trans¬ 
portation,  Installation,  removal,  opera¬ 
tion,  repair,  servicing,  maintenance,  and 
dismantling  of  drilling  machinery  and 
equipment,  the  completion  of  holes  or 
wells  drilled,  the  production,  storage, 
and  transmission  of  commodities  result¬ 
ing  from  drilling  operations  at  well  or 
hole  sites  and  the  injection  or  removal  of 
commodities  into  or  from  holes  or  wells; 
(1)  between  points  in  Alabama,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  In 
Arizona  (points  in  Texas  and  New  Mex¬ 
ico)  *,  C^orado  (points  in  Texas  or 
Kansas)*,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Kentucky 
(points  in  Tennessee)  *,  Montana  (points 
In  Texas  or  Kansas  and  Colorado)  *,  New 
Mexico  (points  in  Texas)  *,  North  Dakota 
(points  in  Oklahoma)  *,  Oregon  (points 
in  Kansas)*,  South  Dakota  (points  in 
Oklahoma)*,  Utah  (points  in  Texas  or 
Oklahoma)*,  Washington  (points  in 
Kansas)  *,  Wisconsin  (points  in  Missis¬ 
sippi)*,  Wyoming  (points  In  Oklahoma 
or  Texas  or  Kansas  and  Colorado)  *. 

(2)  Between  points  in  Arizona,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  In 
Arkansas,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Kansas, 
Kentucky.  Louisiana,  Mississippi,  Tnas, 
Wisconsin  (points  In  New  Mexico)*, 
norida,  Qeohrla,  Michigan,  New  York, 


North  Carolina,  C^o,  South  Carolina, 
Tennessee,  Virginia,  West  Virginia, 
(points  In  New  Mexico  and  Texas)*, 
Nebraska  (Oklahoma  and  Colorado)*, 
North  Dakota,  South  Dakota  (Okla¬ 
homa)  *,  and  Pennsylvania  (New  Mex¬ 
ico  and  Wichita  Falls,  Tex.)*;  (3)  be¬ 
tween  points  in  Arkansas,  on  the  one 
hand,  and.  on  the  other,  points  in  Col¬ 
orado,  North  Dakota,  South  Dakota, 
Utah,  Washington,  Wyoming  (points  in 
Oklahcxna)*,  Montana  (points  in  Kan¬ 
sas  and  Colorado  or  Texas)  *,  Nevada 
(points  In  Kansas  or  New  Mexico)*, 
Oregon  (points  In  Oklahoma  or  Kan¬ 
sas)  * ;  (4)  between  points  In  Florida,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  Illinois,  Indiana,  Kentucky  (points  In 
Tennessee)  *,  New  York,  Ohio,  Penn¬ 
sylvania,  South  Carolina,  Virginia,  West 
Virginia  (points  in  Georgia)*,  North 
Dakota,  South  Dakota  (points  in  Okla¬ 
homa)  *,  Oregon,  Washington  (points  In 
Kansas)  *,  Utah,  Wyoming  (points  in 
Texas  or  Kansas  and  Colorado)  *,  Wis¬ 
consin  (points  in  Mississippi)*;  (5)  be¬ 
tween  points  in  Georgia,  on  the  one 
hsmd,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Il¬ 
linois,  Indiana,  Kentucky  (points  in 
Tennessee)*,  Montana  (points  in  Kan¬ 
sas  and  Colorado)  *,  New  Mexico  (points 
in  Texas)  *,  North  Dakota,  South  Da¬ 
kota  (points  in  Oklahoma)  *,  Oregon, 
Washlng;ton  (points  in  Kansas  or  Okla¬ 
homa)  *,  Wisconsin  (points  in  Missis¬ 
sippi)  *,  Utah  (points  In  Oklahoma, 
Texas,  or  Kansas  and  Colorado)  *,  and 
Wyoming  (points  In  Texas,  Oklahoma, 
Kansas  or  Colorado)*;  (6)  between 
points  in  Indiana,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  Louisiana 
(points  in  Mississippi),  North  Carolina 
(points  In  Tennessee)*,  Oreg(m  (points 
in  Oklahoma)  *,  South  Carolina  (points 
in  Kentucky)*;  (7)  between  points  in 
Kansas,  on  the  one  hand,  and  on  the 
other,  Montana,  Utah,  Wyoming  (points 
in  Colorado)  *,  New  York,  Pennsylvania 
(Braddock,  Pa.)*,  South  Carolina 
(points  in  Tennessee)  *,  Virginia  (points 
in  Tennessee  and  Braddock,  Pa.)  * , 

(8)  Between  points  in  Kentucky,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
In  Utah,  Washington,  Wyoming  (p^nts 
In  Oklahoma)*,  Louisiana  (points  in 
Mississippi)*,  Nevada  (points  in  Okla¬ 
homa)  *,  North  Carolina  (points  In  Ten¬ 
nessee)  *,  Oregon  (points  In  Tennessee 
and  Kansas)*;  (9)  between  points  In 
Louisiana,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  Michigan,  Nevada 
(points  in  Texas)  *,  Montana  (points  In 
^nsas  and  Colorado)  *,  North  Dakota, 
South  Dakota  (points  in  Oklahoma)*, 
Utah  (points  In  Oklahoma  or  Kansas 
and  Colorado)  *,  Oregon  (points  In  Okla¬ 
homa,  Kansas,  or  Texas)*,  Washing¬ 
ton  (points  In  Kansas.  Oklahoma,  or 
Texas)  *,  Wyoming  (pctots  In  Kansas 
and  Colorado,  or  Oklahoma)  *;  (10)  be¬ 
tween  points  in  Mississii^l  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  In  Mon¬ 
tana  (points  in  Kansas  and  Colorado)  *, 
Nevada  (points  In  Texas)*;  Oregon, 
Utah.  Washington,  and  Wyoming 
(points  In  Oklahoma)*;  (11)  between 
ix^ts  In  Montana,  (m  the  one  hand,  and 
on  the  other,  points  in  North  Cantina, 


Tennessee  (points  in  Co1(m^o  and 
Kansas)  *,  New  Mexico  (points  In  Col¬ 
orado)  *.  Pennsylvania  (points  In  Col¬ 
lado.  Kansas  and  Ariumsas  or  Ten¬ 
nessee)  *,  Tennessee  (points  In  Colorado 
and  Kansas)  *.  Wisconsin  (points  In 
Wyoming)*;  (12)  between  points  in 
Nebraska,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  Nevada  and  New  Mexico  (points 
in  Colorado)*;  (13)  between  p(tots  In 
Nevada,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  New  York  (points  In 
C^o  and  Tulsa,  Okla.)  *.  North  Caro¬ 
lina  (points  in  Colorado)  *.  Ohio  (points 
in  Texas  or  Tulsa.  Okla.)  *,  Pennsylvania 
(Wichita  Falls,  Tex.)  *,  South  Carolina 
(points  in  Kansas  and  Tmnessee)  *. 
South  Dakota  (points  in  Colorado)  *, 
Tennessee  (points  in  Texas)  *,  West  Vir¬ 
ginia  (Tulsa.  Okla.)*,  and  Wisccmsin 
(points  In  Kansas)  * ;  (14)  points  In  New 
Mexico,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  In  New  York,  West  Virginia 
(Tulsa.  Okla.)  *,  North  CTarollna,  Ten¬ 
nessee.  Virginia  (points  in  Ai^ansas)*, 
Ohio  (points  In  Texas  or  Tulsa,  Okla.)  *, 
Pennsylvania  (Wichita  Falls,  Tex.)  *, 
South  Carolina  (Arkansas  or  Louisi¬ 
ana)  *,  South  Dakota  (points  in  Col¬ 
orado)*;  (15)  between  points  In  New 
York,  on  the  one  hand,  and.  on  the  other, 
points  in  North  Dakota  (Braddock. 
Pa.)  *.  Oklahoma  (points  In  Ohio)  *, 
Oregon.  Washington,  Wyoming  (points 
in  Kansas  and  Braddock,  Pa.)*.  Utah 
(points  in  Colorado  and  Braddock. 
Pa.)*; 

(16)  Between  points  in  North  Carolina, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  Oregon,  Washington  (points  In  Kan¬ 
sas)  *,  Utah,  Wyoming  (points  In  Kansas 
and  Colorado)*,  South  Dakota  (points 
in  Oklahoma)*;  (17)  between  points  in 
North  Dakota,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  Texas  (points  In 
Oklahoma)*;  (18)  between  points  In 
Ohio,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  In  Oregon,  Washington  (points  In 
Kansas)  *,  and  Utah  (points  In  Kansas 
and  Colorado)  *;  (19)  between  points  In 
Oklahoma,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  <»x  the 
other,  points  In  Pennsylvania  (Braddock, 
Pa.)  * ;  South  Carolina,  (points  in  Arkan¬ 
sas)*,  Virginia  (points  In  Kentucky)*, 
and  W^t  Virginia  (Tulsa,  Okla.)  * ;  (20) 
between  points  in  Oregon,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  In  Penn¬ 
sylvania,  South  Carolina  (points  in  Kan¬ 
sas  and  Arkansas)  * ;  Tennessee  (points 
In  Kansas)  *,  Virginia  and  West  Virginia 
(points  in  Kansas  and  Tennessee)  * ;  (21) 
between  points  in  Pennsylvaifia,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  In 
Utah  (points  in  Colorado)  *,  and  Wash¬ 
ington  (points  in  Kansas)*;  (22)  be¬ 
tween  points  In  South  Carolina,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  In 
South  Dakota  (points  In  Texas  and  Okla- 
h<Mna)  *.  Texas  (points  in  Mississippi)  *. 
Utah  (points  In  Tennessee,  Kuisas,  and 
Colorado)  *,  Washington  (points  in  Ten¬ 
nessee  and  Kansas)*,  and  Wyoming 
(points  In  Mississippi  and  Texas)  *;  (23) 
between  points  In  South  Dakota,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  In 
Tennessee  and  Texas  (pctots  In  CHcla- 
hmna)*;  (24)  between  points  In  Ten¬ 
nessee,  on  the  one  han^  and.  on  the 
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otbo*,  points  In  UUh,  Wyoming  (points 
in  Kansas  and  Colorado)  *.  Washbigton 
(points  in  Kansas)*;  (24)  between 
points  in  Texas,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Vir¬ 
ginia  (points  in  Tennessee)*;  and 
West  Virginia  (Tulsa,  Okla.)*;  (25) 
between  points  in  Utah,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  cm  the  other,  p(^ts 
in  West  Virginia  (ptoints  in  Colonulo  and 
Coffejrville,  Kans.)  *,  and  Wisconsin 
(points  in  Colorado)  * ;  (26)  between 
points  in  Virginia,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  Washington 
(points  in  Tennessee  and  Kansas  or  Ohio 
and  Kansas)  *;  and  (27)  between  points 
in  Washington,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  West  Virginia 
(Coffeyrille,  Kans.)  *.  The  piupose  of  this 
fiJOng  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  indi¬ 
cated  by  asterisks  above. 

No.  MC  83539  (Sub-No.  E32),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  C  &  H  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION  CX).,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  5976, 
Dallas,  Tex.  75222.  Applicant's  represent¬ 
ative:  Wiley  C.  Willingham  (same  as 
above).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  Com- 
modities.  the  transportation  of  which  be¬ 
cause  of  size  or  weight  require  the  use 
of  special  equipment;  (2)  Self-propelled 
articles,  each  weistiing  15,000  pounds  or 
more  (except  in  driveaway  ser^ce) ;  and 
(3)  Related  machinery,  parts,  materials, 
and  supplies  moving  in  mixed  loads,  re¬ 
spectively,  with  the  commodities  de¬ 
scribed  in  (1)  and  (2)  above;  between 
points  In  California,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Arkansas, 
T/wil«daTia,  Mississippi,  and  Oklahoma. 

No.  MC  83539  (Sub-No.  E48),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  C  b  H  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION  CO.,  INC.,  2010  W.  Com¬ 
merce  St.,  P.O.  Box  5076,  Dallas,  Tex. 
75222.  Applicant’s  representative:  Kai- 
neth  Weeks  (saxne  as  above) .  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
tran;HK)rting :  (1)  Commodities,  the 

transgiortatlon  of  which,  because  of  size 
or  w^ht,  require  the  use  of  special 
equipm^  and  related  machinery  parts 
and  related  contractors’  materials  and 
sm>plies  when  their  transpcntation  is  in- 
to  the  teansportation  by '  the 
carrier  of  commodities  which,  because  of 
siae  or  weight,  require  the  use  of  special 
equipment;  and  (2)  S^t-propelled  ar- 
tides,  each  weighing  15,000  pounds  or 
more,  and  related  machinery,  toc^,  parts, 
n.nri  supplies  moving  in  connection  there¬ 
with,  resteicted  to  commodities  which 
are  transported  on  trailers,  between 
points  in  Wyoming  (except  ttiose  in  Lar¬ 
amie,  Goehea,  Platte,  Albany,  and  Car¬ 
bon  Counties) ,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  Iowa  (except  those 
in  and  south  of  Harriscm,  Shelby,  Audu¬ 
bon,  Adair.  Madison,  Warren,  Lucas, 
Mcmroe.  and  Davis  Counties) .  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  fliteg  is  to  eliminate  the  gate¬ 
way  of  peinte  In  South  Dakota. 

No.  MC  83539  (Sub-No,  E72),  filed 
June  2,.  1974.  Applicant:  C  li  H  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION  (X).,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  5976, 


DalUs,  Tex.  75222.  Applicant's  rep¬ 
resentative:  WQey  C.  Wilhngham  (same 
as  above) .  Authority  souidit  to  opoate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vdiicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Iron 
and  Steel  Articles,  as  described  in  Ap¬ 
pendix  V  to  the  report  in  Descriptions  in 
Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  20t 
from  the  facilities  of  C^bl  Steel  Corpo¬ 
ration,  at  cr  near  Pueblo,  Colo.,  to  points 
in  Connecticut,  Delaware,  Maryland, 
Masachusetts,  New  Hampshire,  New 
Jersey,  New  York,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode 
Island,  Virginia,  West  Virgioia  and  the 
I^trict  of  Columbia.  The  ptupose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Nashville,  Tenn. 

No.  MC  95540  (Sub-No.  E366)  (Correc¬ 
tion)  ,  filed  May  16, 1974,  published  In  the 
Federal  Register  May  5, 1975.  Applicant: 
WATKINS  MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  1636,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30301.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Clyde  W.  Carver,  Suite 
212,  5299  RosweU  Rd.  NE..  Atlanta,  Ga. 
30301.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Bananas, 
coconuts,  and  pineapples,  when  moving 
in  the  same  vehicle  and  at  the  same  time 
with  bananas,  and  from  those  points  In 
New  Jersey  on  and  south  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  the  Atlantic  Ocean  and  extend¬ 
ing  along  U.S.  Highway  40/322  to  junc¬ 
tion  New  Jersey  Highway  522,  thence 
along  New  Jersey  Highvmy  522  to  junc¬ 
tion  New  Jersey  Highway  47,  thence 
along  New  Jersey  Highway  47  to  jimctlon 
U.S.  Highway  40,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  40  to  the  New  Jersey-Permsylvanla 
State  line,  to  those  points  in  Alabama 
on  and  south  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Georgia-Alabama  State  line  extending 
along  Alabama  Highway  10  to  jimction 
U.S.  Highway  431,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  431  to  junction  UJ3.  Highway 
84,  thence  along  UJS.  Highvmy  84  to  the 
Alabama-Mississippi  State  line.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Jacksonville,  Fla.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  correction  is  to  include  the 
destination  points. 

No.  MC  95540  (Sub-No.  E466)  (Cor¬ 
rection),  filed  May  15,  1974,  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  April  21,  1975. 
AppUcant;  WATKINS  MOTOR  LINES, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  1636.  Atlanta,  Ga.  30301. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Clyde  W. 
Carver,  Suite  212,  5299  Roswell  Rd.  NE.. 
Atlanta,  Ga.  30342.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vdiicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Frozen  foodstuffs,  in  vehicles 
equipped  with  mechanical  refrigeration 
(except  in  bulk  and  except  meat,  meat 
products,  meat  by-products,  and  articles 
distributed  by  meat  packinghouses,  as 
described  In  Sections  A  and  C  of  Appen¬ 
dix  I  to  the  report  in  Descriptions  in 
Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209 
and  766) ,  from  those  points  in  Texas  on 
and  south  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Texas-Oklahoma  State  line  and  extend¬ 
ing  along  Texas  Highway  79,  thence 
along  Texas  Highway  79  to  junction  UH. 
Highway  82/277,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  82/277  to  juiKtion  Texas  Highway 
116,  thence  along  Texas  Highway  116  to 


the  Texas-New  Mexico  State  line  to  all 
points  In  Michigan  on  and  east  of  a  line 
beghuiing  at  the  Lake-Mlchigan-Midlgan 
State  line,  extending  southeast  on  Michi¬ 
gan  Highway  40  to  jimction  Mlchigaa 
Highway  43,  thence  along  Michigan 
Highway  43  to  junction  Interstate  High¬ 
way  94.  thence  along  Interstate  Higharay 
94  to  junction  Interstate  Highway  69,  _ 
thence  along  Interstate  Hie^way  69  to 
the  Mlchlgan-Indiana  State  line,  thence 
referring  to  the  northern  peninsula  of 
Michigan,  all  points  on  and  east  of  a  line 
beginning  at  Grand  Marais  (m  the  West 
Bay.  Lake  Superior,  extending  along 
Michigan  Highway  77  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  2,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  2 
to  junction  unnumbered  highway,  thence 
along  unnumbered  highway  to  iixe  shores 
of  Lake  Michigan.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Flor¬ 
ence,  Ala.  The  purpose  of  this  correction 
is  to  include  the  destination  areas. 

No.  MC  100666  (Sub-No.  E247),  filed 
March  20,  1975.  Applicant:  MELTON 
TRUCK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  7866, 
Shreveport,  La.  71107.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Richard  W.  May  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  v^cle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Plastic 
pipe  (except  oil  fi^d  commodities  as  de¬ 
scribed  by  the  Commission  in  Mercer  Ex¬ 
tension-Oil  Field  Commodities,  74  M.C.C. 
459) ,  from  the  facilities  of  Celanese  Pip¬ 
ing  Systems,  Inc.,  Louisville,  Ky..  to 
points  in  Alabama  on.  south,  and  west 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Alabama-Mis¬ 
sissippi  State  line  and  extmdlng  alcmg 
U.S.  Highway  98  to  junction  Alabama 
Highway  225,  thence  along  Alabama 
Highway  225  to  junction  Interstate  High¬ 
way  68,  thence  along  Interstate  Highway 
65  to  jimction  Alabama  Highway  41. 
thence  along  Alabama  Highway  41  to  the 
Alabama-Florlda  State  line.  The  pur¬ 
pose  oi  this  filing  Is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Columbia,  Miss. 

No.  MC  100666  (Sub-No.  E251).  filed 
April  11,  1975.  Applicant:  MELTON 
TRUCK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  7666, 
Shreveport,  La.  71107.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Paul  L.  Caplinger  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  v^de,  over 
irregular  rout^,  transporting:  (1) 
Lumber  and  pallets,  from  Union  City, 
Ga.,  to  points  in  (a)  Illinois  on  and  west 
of  a  line  begirming  at  the  Kentucky- 
niinois  State  line  and  extending  along 
U.S.  Highway  51  to  junction  Illinois 
Highway  29.  thence  along  nUnois  High¬ 
way  29  to  junction  UH.  Highway  51, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  51  to  the 
Wlsconsin-Iowa  State  line,  Iowa,  Min¬ 
nesota,  Mississippi,  on.  noiija,  and  west 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Arkansas- 
Mississippl  State  line  and  extending 
along  U.S.  Highway  82  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  49W,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  49W  to  Junction  Mississippi  High¬ 
way  3,  thence  along  Mississippi  Highway 
3  to  the  Mi.ssissippl-Tennessee  State  line. 
North  Dakota,  South  Dakota,  and  Wis¬ 
consin  on  and  west  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  Wlsconsin-IUinols  State  line  and 
extending  along  Interstate  Highway  90 
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to  junction  Wisconsin  Highway  28, 
thence  alcmg  Wisconsin  Highway  26  to 
junction  UH.  Highway  41,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  41  to  Green  Bay,  Wls.,  (b) 
Mississippi  on,  west,  and  south  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Loulsiana-Mlssissippl 
State  line  and  extending  along  Interstate 
Highway  55  to  junction  U-S.  Highway  49, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  49  to  Junction 
U.S.  Highway  82,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  82  to  the  Arkansas-Mississippi  State 
line,  (c)  Shelby,  Tipton,  Lauderdale, 
Dyer,  Lake,  and  Obion  Counties,  Tenn. 
(except  Memphis,  Tenn.),  and  (d)  Mis¬ 
souri  and  Memphis,  Tenn.  (except  pallets 
to  Memphis);  (2)  Lumber,  from  Union 
City,  Ga.,  to  points  in  (a)  New  Mexico. 

(b)  Colorado,  and  (c)  Arizona;  (3)  Ply¬ 
wood,  from  Union  (Tity,  Ga.,  to  points  in 
(a)  California,  Idaho,  Montana,  Nevada, 
Oregon,  Utah,  and  Washington,  and  (b) 
Wyoming;  (4)  Wallboard,  ftberboard, 
particleboard,  composition  roofing,  in¬ 
sulating  board,  sheathing  board,  gypsum 
board  and  plywood,  from  C^uthbert,  Ga., 
to  points  in  (a)  Illinois,  Iowa,  Kansas, 
Missouri,  Oklahoma.  Tennessee  on  and 
west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Mlssis- 
slppl-Tennessee  State  line  and  extending 
along  U.S.  Highway  45  to  jur.ctlon  U.S. 
Highway  45E,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
45E  to  the  Kentucky-Tennessee  State 
line,  Texas  on.  west,  and  north  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Aikansas-Texas  State 
line  and  extending  along  U.S.  Highway 
59  to  junction  Texas  Highway  155,  thence 
along  Texas  Highway  155  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  79,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  79  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  81, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  81  to  Laredo, 
Tex.,  (b)  California,  Idaho,  Montana, 
Nevada,  Oregron,  Utah,  and  Washington, 
and  (c)  Colorado  and  New  Mexico;  (5) 
Plywood,  from  CiJuthbert,  Ga.,  to  points 
In  (a)  Arkansas,  Minnesota,  Nebraska, 
North  Dakota,  South  Dakota,  and  Wis¬ 
consin,  (b)  Arizona,  and  (c)  Wyoming; 
and  (6)  Wallboard.  fiberboard,  particle¬ 
board,  composition  roofing  board,  insu¬ 
lating  board,  sheathing  board,  and 
gypsum  board,  from  Cuthbert,  Ga.,  to 
points  in  (a)  Arizona.  Minnesota,  Ne¬ 
braska,  North  Dakota,  and  South  Dakota, 
and  (b)  Wyoming.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of: 
In  (1)  (a),  (c).and  (d)  above.  Arkansas; 
in  (l)(b)  above,  Louisiana;  in  (2)  (a) 
above,  Oklahoma;  in  (2)  (b) ,  and  (4)  (c) 
above,  Duke,  Okla.;  in  (2)  (c)  and  (5)  (b) 
above,  Texarkana,  Tex.;  in  (3)  (a)  and 
(4)  (b)  and  (6)  (a)  above,  Pittsburg, 
Kans.;  in  (3)  (b)  and  (5)  (c)  above,  the 
plant  site  of  Permaneer  Corp.,  in  Cal¬ 
houn  County,  Ark.;  in  (4)  (a),  (b),  and 

(c) ,  (5)  (a),  (b),  and  (c),  and  (6)  (a) 
and  (b)  above.  West  Memphis,  Ark.;  and 
in  (6)(b)  above,  Henry  County,  Tenn. 

No.  MC  102657  (Sub-No.  E7),  filed 
June  3,  1974.  Applicant:  MC7NAIR 

TRANSPORT,  INC.,  2040  North  Loop 
West,  Houston,  Tex.  77018.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Tom  Wright  (same  as 
above).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Such  pe¬ 
troleum  products  as  are  liquid  chemicals 
(except  liquefied  petroleum  gases).  In 


bulk.  In  tjtnk  vehicles,  from  Henderson, 
Tex.,  and  points  In  Texas  within  150 
miles  of  Henderson,  to  those  points  In 
Georgia  south  of  a  line  beginning  at  ttie 
Oeorgla-Alabama  State  line  and  extend¬ 
ing  along  Georgia  Highway  26  to  Junction 
Ij^rstate  Highway  95,  thence  along  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  95  to  the  Georgia- 
South  C^arolina  State  line.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  the  plant  site  of  American  C^yanamld 
Co.,  at  Avondale,  La. 

No.  MC  102567  (Sub-No.  E12),  filed 
June  3,  1974.  Applicant:  MC  NAIR 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Drawer  5357, 
Bossier  City,  La.  71010.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Jo  E.  Shaw,  Houston  Pint 
Saving  Bldg.,  Houston,  Tex.  77002.  Au¬ 
thority  fought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Such  petroleum 
products  as  are  liquid  chemicals  (ex¬ 
cept  liquified  petroleum  gases) ,  in  bulk. 
In  tank  vehicles,  from  those  points  In 
Texas,  Louisiana,  and  Arkansas  within 
150  miles  of  Henderson,  Tex.,  including 
Henderson,  and  which  are  west  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  junction  of  Aikansas 
Highway  9,  thence  along  Arkansas  High¬ 
way  9  and  U.S.  Highway  79  at  or  near 
Eagle  Mills,  and  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  79,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
79  to  Junction  Arkansas  Highway  7,. 
thence  along  Arkansas  Highway  7  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  167,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  167  to  Alexandria,  La.,  to 
those  points  in  Florida  south  of  Florida 
Highway  528.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  the  plant 
site  of  American  Cyanamld  Co.,  at  Avon¬ 
dale,  La. 

No.  MC  102567  (Sub-No.  E13),  filed 
June  3,  1974.  Applicant:  MC  NAIR 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Drawer  5357, 
Bossier  City,  La.  71010.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Jo  E.  Shaw,  Houston  First 
Saving  Bldg.,  Houston,  Tex.  77002.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Such  petroleum 
products  as  are  liquid  chemicals  (ex¬ 
cept  liquid  petroleum  gases) ,  In  bulk.  In 
tank  v^i<des.  from  those  points  in 
Texas  and  Louisiana  within  150  miles  of 
Henderson,  Tex.,  Including  Henderson, 
and  which  are  west  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  Plttsburg-Atoka  County  line  In 
Oklahoma,  and  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  217,  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
80,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  80  to  jimc- 
tion  Louisiana  Highway  1,  thence  {dong 
Louisiana  Highway  1  to  Alexandria,  La., 
to  those  points  in  Florida  south  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Gulf  of  Mexico  and 
extending  along  Florida  Highway  60  to 
the  Atlantic  Ocean.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  a 
point  in  Texfus  within  150  miles  of  Hen¬ 
derson  {Mid  the  plantsite  of  Americ{tn 
Cy{inamid  Company,  at  Avondale,  Lil 

No.  MC  102567  (Sub-No.  E15),  filed 
June  3,  1974.  Applicant:  MC  NAIR 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Drawer  5357, 
Bossier  City,  La.  71010.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  J.  E.  Shaw,  Houston  First 
Saving  Bldg.,  Houston,  Tex.  77002.  Au- 


tiiorlty  sought  to  c^ierate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vdilcle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Such  petroleum 
products  as  are  liquid  chemicals  (except 
liquefied  petroleum  gases).  In  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles,  from  Henderson,  Tex.,  and 
points  within  150  miles  of  Henderstm,  to 
those  pcdnts  in  North  Carcdlna  south  and 
east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  North  Car- 
ollna-Vlrglnla  State  line,  and  extending 
along  North  C{irolina  Highway  49  to 
junction  N<»th  C{UPllnB  Highway  200, 
thence  {dong  North  Carolina  Hlghw{iy 
200  to  the  North  C^arollna-South  O{iro- 
lina  State  line.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  the  pl{int 
site  of  American  Cyanlmld  Co.,  at  Avon- 
d{de.  La. 

No.  MC  102567  (Si;d>-No.  E20).  filed 
June  3,  1974.  Applicant:  MC  NAIR 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Drawer  5357, 
Bossier  City,  La.  71010.  Applicant’s  rep- 
resentaive:  J.  E.  Sshaw,  Houston  Fli^t 
Saving  Bldg.,  Houston,  Tex,  77002.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  lrregul{U' 
routes,  transporting:  Such  petroleum 
products  {IS  are  liquid  chemicals  (except 
liquefied  petroleum  g{Lses,  In  bulk.  In 
t{uik  vehicles,  from  those  points  in  Texas 
within  150  miles  of  Henderson,  Tex.,  In¬ 
cluding  Henderson,  and  which  {ire  south 
of  a  line  beginning  at  Denton,  Tex.,  and 
extending  {dong  Interstate  Highway  35E, 
to  jvmctlon  U.S.  Highway  175,  to  Junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  69,  to  Junction  Texas 
Hl^way  63,  to  the  Texas-Loulslana 
State  line,  to  points  In  North  C{u*ollna. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  Is  to  eliminate 
the  grateway  of  pl{int  site  of  American 
Cy{mamld  Comp{iny  at  Avondale,  L{l 

No.  MC  102567  (Sub-No.  E26),  filed 
Jime  3,  1974.  Applic{int:  MC  NAIR 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Drawer  5357, 
Bossier  City,  La.,  71010.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Jo  E.  Shaw,  Hoiiston  First 
Saving  Bldg.,  Houston,  Tex.  77002.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Such  petroleum 
products  {IS  are  liquid  chemicals  (except 
liquefied  petroleum  g{ise8),  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles,  from  those  points  In  Loui¬ 
siana,  Arkansas,  {uid  ’Texas  within  150 
miles  of  Henderson,  Tex.,  Including  Hen¬ 
derson,  and  which  are  west  of  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  Big  Cediu*,  Okla.,  and  extend¬ 
ing  along  U.S.  Highway  259  to  junctl(m 
Tex{is  Highway  4,  to  junction  Texas 
Highway  41,  to  junction  Tex{is  Highway 
32,  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  59,  to  Jimc- 
tion  U.S.  Highway  80,  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  171,  to  junction  Louisiana 
Highway  10,  to  0{d{dale,  La.,  to  points  in 
Florida.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  points  in  Texas 
within  150  miles  of  BLenderson,  Tex.,  {ind 
the  pl{uit  site  of  Americ{in  Cyan{imld 
Company  at  Avond{de,  La. 

No.  MC  102567  (Sub-No.  E27),  filed 
Jime  2,  1974.  Api^cant:  McNAIR 

TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Drawer  5357, 
Bossier  City,  La.  71010.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Jo  E.  Shaw,  Houston  First 
Saving  Bldg.,  Houston,  Tex.  77002.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
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oarrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  tnuiH>orting:  Such  petroleum 
products  as  are  Uqvid  chemicals  (except 
liquefied  petroleum  gases),  in  bulk,  fix 
tank  vehicles,  frmn  those  points  in  Texas 
and  Louisiana  within  150  miles  of  Hoi- 
derson,  Tex.,  Including  Henderson,  and 
which  are  west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Pittsburg-Atoka  County  line  In  Okla¬ 
homa.  and  extoiding  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  271  to  Junction  U.S.  Highway  80,  to 
junction  Louisiana  Highway  1,  to  Alex¬ 
andria,  La.,  to  those  points  in  Florida 
south  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Gulf  of 
Mexico  and  extending  along  n.S.  High¬ 
way  19  to  Florida  Highway  528,  to  the 
Atlantic  Ocean.  Hie  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  points  in 
Texas  within  150  miles  of  Henderson. 
Tex.,  and  the  plantsite  of  American 
Cyanamid  Company  at  Avondale,  La. 

No.  MC  102567  (Sub-No.  E42).  filed 
June  3.  1974.  Applicant:  MC  NAIR 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Drawer  5357, 
Bossier  City,  La.  71010.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Jo  E.  Shaw,  Houston  First 
Saving  Bldg.,  Houston,  Tex.  77002.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Svch  petroleum 
products  as  are  liquid  chemicals  (except 
liquefied  petroleum  gases),  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles,  from  those  points  in  Texas, 
Arkansas,  Louisiana,  within  150  miles  of 
Henderson,  Tex.,  which  are  west  of  a  line 
beginning  at  Mena,  Ark.,  and  extending 
along  UB.  Highway  167  to  jimction  Loui- 
Hlghway  82.  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
82  to  jimcticm  n.S.  Highway  79.  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  79  to  jimction  Loui¬ 
siana  Highway  9,  thence  along  Louisiana 
Highway  9  to  junction  Louisiana  High¬ 
way  147,  thence  along  Louisiana  Highway 
147  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  167,  thence 
along  UB.  Highway  16  7to  ujnctlon  Loui¬ 
siana  Highway  28,  thence  along  Louisi¬ 
ana  Highway  28  to  junction  Louisiana 
Highway  171,  thence  along  Louisiana 
Highway  171  to  junction  Louisiana  High¬ 
way  8.  thence  along  Louisiana  Highway  8 
to  jimction  Texas  Highway  63,  thence 
almig  Texas  Highway  63  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  96,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
96  to  the  Gulf  of  Mexico,  to  those  polnte 
in  Tennessee  east  of  a  line  beginning  at 
ttie  Kentucky-Tennessee  State  line  and 
extending  along  n.S.  Highway  25E  to 
juncticm  Interstate  Highway  40,  thence 
akmg  Interstate  Highway  40  to  the  Ten¬ 
nessee-North  Carolina  State  line.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  oi  the  plant  site  of  Dow  Chemi¬ 
cals,  DBA.,  in  Columbia  County,  Ai^. 

No.  MC  102567  (Sub-No.  E43).  filed 
June  3,  1974.  AppUcnat:  McNAlR 

TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Drawer  5357, 
Bossier  City,  La.  71010.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Jo  K  Shaw.  Houston  First 
Saving  Bldg.,  Houston,  Tex.  77002.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Such  petroleum 
products  as  are  liquid  chemicals  (except 
liquefied  petixdeum  gases).  In  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles,  from  those  pctots  In  Texas. 
Arkansas,  and  t  ^lUrtana  within  150  miles 
of  Hendoson,  Tex.,  vdiich  are  west  of  a 


line  beginning  at  Mena,  Aiic.,  and  ex¬ 
tending  along  UB.  Highway  71  to  junc¬ 
tion  UB.  Highway  82,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  82  to  junction  UB.  Highway  79, 
thence  along  UB.  Highway  79  to  junction 
Louisiana  Highway  146,  thence  along 
Louisiana  Highway  146  to  junction  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  20,  thence  almig  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  20  to  junction  Louisiana 
Highway  34,  thence  along  Louisiana 
Highway  34  to  junction  Louisiana  High¬ 
way  4,  thence  ^ong  Louisiana  Highway 
4  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  167,  thence 
along  UB.  Highway  167  to  junction  UB. 
Highway  84,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  84  to  jimction  Louisiana  Highway  6, 
thence  along  Louisiana  Highway  6  to 
junction  Texas  Highway  87,  thence  along 
Texas  Highway  87  to  junction  Texas 
Highway  63,  thence  along  Texas  Highway 
63  to  junction  UB.  Highway  96.  thence 
along  UB.  Highway  96  to  junction  Texas 
Highway  86,  thence  along  Texas  High¬ 
way  86  to  Port  Arthur,  Tex.,  to  those 
points  in  Tennessee  east  of  a  line  b^ln- 
ning  at  the  Kentucky-Teimessee  State 
line  and  extending  along  Interstate  High¬ 
way  65,  thence  along  Interstate  Highway 
65  to  junction  Tennessee  Highway  25, 
thence  along  Tennessee  Highway  25  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  231,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  231  to  the  Teimessee- Ala¬ 
bama  State  line.  ’The  purpose  of  this  fil¬ 
ing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  the 
plant  site  of  Dow  CThemicals,  U.S.A.,  in 
Columbia  County,  Ark. 

No.  MC  102567  (Sub-No.  E44).  filed 
June  3,  1974.  Applicant:  MC  NAIR 
’TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Drawer  5357, 
Bossier  Chty,  La.  71010.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Jo  E.  Shaw.  Houston  First 
Saving  Bldg.,  Houston,  Tex.  77002.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  comrtum 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Petroleum  products, 
as  described  in  Appendix  xm  to  the  re¬ 
port  in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier 
Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209,  in  bulk,  ir. 
tank  vehicles  (except  liquefied  petroleum 
gases,  anhydrous  ammonia,  and  as¬ 
phalt)  ,  from  those  points  in  Texas, 
Arkansas,  and  Louisiana  within  150  miles 
of  Henderson,  Tex.,  which  are  north  of  a 
line  beginning  at  Aikadeli^ila,  Ark.,  and 
extending  along  Interstate  Highway  30 
to  junction  UB.  Hiediway  67.  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  67  to  junction  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  30,  thence  along  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  30  to  junction  Interstate 
Highway  20,  thence  along  Interstate 
Highway  20  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  80 
and  U.S.  Highway  180  near  Weatherford, 
Tex.,  to  points  in  Florida.  Hie  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
El  Dorado,  Ark.,  Cotton  Valley.  La.,  and 
Waskom  and  Mt.  Pleasant,  Tex. 

No.  MC  102567  (Sub-No.  E45).  filed 
June  3.  1974.  Applicant:  MCNAIR 

’TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Drawer  5357, 
Bossier  City,  La.  71010.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Jo  E.  Shaw.  Houston  First 
Saving  Bldg.,  Housttm,  Tex.  77002.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Petroleum  prod-- 
ucts,  as  described  in  Appendix  xm  to 


the  report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Car¬ 
rier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209,  in  bulk, 
in  tank  vehicles  (except  liquefied  petro¬ 
leum  gas,  anhydrous  ammonia,  and  as¬ 
phalt),  from  those  points  in  Arkansas. 
Louisiana,  and  Texas  within  150  miles  of 
Henderson,  Tex.,  which  are  west  of  a  line 
beginning  at  (?ali(m.  Ark.,  and  extending 
along  U.S.  Highway  167  to  Alexandria, 
La.,  to  those  points  in  Florida  south  of 
U.S.  Highway  50.  Hie  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  El 
Dorado,  Ark.,  Cotton  Valley,  La.,  and 
Waskom  and  Mt.  Pleasant,  Tex. 

No.  MC  102657  (Sub-No.  E47),  filed 
June  3.  1974.  Applicant:  MCNAIR 

TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Drawer  5357, 
Bossier  CMty,  La.  71010.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Jo  E.  Shaw,  Houston  First 
Saving  Bldg.,  Houston,  Tex.  77002.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  cerate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Petroleum  prod¬ 
ucts,  as  described  in  Ai^ndix  xm  to 
the  report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Car¬ 
rier  CerUftcates,  61  M.C.C.  209,  in  bulk, 
in  tank  vehicles  (except  liquefied  petro¬ 
leum  gas.  anhydrous  ammonia,  and  as¬ 
phalt),  frmn  those  points  in  Texas,  Ar¬ 
kansas,  and  Louisiana  within  150  miles 
of  Henderson.  Tex.,  which  are  west  of  a 
line  beginning  at  Mena,  Ark.,  and  ex¬ 
tending  along  U.S.  Highway  71  to  junc¬ 
tion  UB.  Highway  79,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  79  to  Rockdale.  Tex.,  to  those 
points  in  Florida  south  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  the  Gulf  of  Mexico  and  extending 
along  Florida  Highway  24  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  301,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  301  to  junction  Florida  High¬ 
way  AlA,  thence  along  Florida  Highway 
AlA  to  the  Atlantic  Ocean.  ’The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  El  Dorado,  Ark.,  COtton  Valley,  La., 
and  Wask(»n  and  Mt.  Pleasant,  Tex. 

No.  MC  107295  (Sub-No.  E173)  (Cor¬ 
rection),  filed  May  14,  1974,  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  March  10.  1975. 
AwJlicant:  PRE-FAB  TRANSIT  CO., 
P.O.  Box  146,  Parmer  City,  Ul.  61842. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Dale  L.  Cox 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  W allboard,  fnxn  the  plant  site  and 
warehouse  fsuiillties  of  Upson  Ccxnpany 
at  Bristol,  Ind. ;  (1)  to  points  in  Alabama, 
California,  Idaho,  Minnesota,  Montana, 
Nevada,  CUahcMna,  Oregon,  Utah,  Wash¬ 
ington,  and  Wyoming;  (2)  to  points  in 
Arizona,  Mississippi,  New  Mexico,  and 
Texas;  (3)  to  points  in  (Connecticut, 
Delaware,  the  District  of  Columbia,  Flor¬ 
ida,  Maine.  Maryland,  Massachusetts. 
New  Hamp^ire,  New  Jersey,  New  York, 
Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island,  West  Vir¬ 
ginia,  and  to  points  in  that  part  of  Vir¬ 
ginia  located  north  of  U.S.  Highway  460 
and  west  of  UB.  Highway  301;  and  (4) 
to  points  in  Louisiana.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of 
(1)  the  plant  site  and  wardiouse  facil¬ 
ities  of  the  Keene  (Corporation  in  Kala¬ 
mazoo,  Mich.;  (2)  ’Trumann,  Ark.;  (S) 
pcdnts  In  Lucas  County,  Otoio;  and  (4); 
points  in  Henry  County,  Tenn.  Hie  put- 
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pose  of  this  correction  Is  to  correct  the 
gateway. 

No.  MC  111170  (Sub-No.  El)  (correc¬ 
tion)  ,  filed  May  13, 1974,  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  April  10,  1975.  Appli¬ 
cant:  WHEELING  PIPE  LINE,  INC,, 
P.O.  Box  1718,  El  Dorado,  Ark.  71730.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Tom  E.  Moore 
(same  as  above) .  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting : 
(5)  Petro-chemicals,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  from  points  in  that  part  of 
Texas  beginning  at  the  Texas-Louisiana 
State  line  and  extending  along  U.S, 
Highway  84  to  Rush,  Tex.,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  79  to  Tyler,  Tex.,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  271  to  Mount  Pleas¬ 
ant,  Tex.,  thence  along  UB.  Highway  67 
to  the  Texas-Arkansas  State  line  and 
thence  along  the  Texas-Arkansas  State 
line  and  the  Texas-Louisiana  State  line 
to  point  of  beginning  to  points  in  Ten¬ 
nessee,  restricted  against  the  transpor¬ 
tation  of  fertilizer  and  fertilizer  ingredi¬ 
ents.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Malvern, 
Ark.  The  purpose  of  this  correction  is  to 
correct  the  gateway. 

No.  MO  111401  (Sub-No.  E55),  filed 
May  4,  1975.  Applicant:  GROENDYKE 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  632,  Enid, 
Okla.  73701.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Victor  R.  Comstock  (same  as  above) .  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Petroleum  prod¬ 
ucts  (except  lubricating  oils),  in  bulk, 
in  tank  v^lcles,  from  points  in  Okla¬ 
homa  on  and  north  of  Interstate  High¬ 
way  40  and  on  and  west  of  U.S.  Highway 
75  to  points  in  Alabama,  Kentucky, 
Louisiana,  Mississippi,  and  Tennessee. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateways  of  Ardmore,  (Cleveland, 
Cushing,  Duncan,  Tulsa,  and  Wynne- 
wood,  Oklahoma. 

No.  MC  111401  (Sub-No.  E56),  filed 
May  4,  1975.  Applicant:  GROENKYKE 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  632,  Enid, 
Okla.  73701.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Victor  R.  Comstock  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid 
petrochemicals,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehi¬ 
cles,  from  points  in  Texas  located  on, 
south,  and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at 
Galveston  and  extending  along  Inter¬ 
state  Hl^way  45  to  its  Jimctlon  with 
U.S.  Highway  90  to  its  Junction  with 
U.S.  Highway  77  to  the  United  States- 
Mexico  International  boundary  line.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Texas  City,  Tex. 

No.  MC  111401  (Sub-No.  E-87),  filed 
May  4,  1975.  AppUcant:  GROENKYKE 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  632,  Enid, 
Okla.  73701.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Victor  R.  Comstock  (same  as  above) .  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Nitrogen  fertilizer 
solutions  which  are  derived  from  petro- 
leiun  and  petroleum  products,  in  bulk,  in 


tank  vehicles,  (1)  from  points  in  Kansas 
to  points  in  Arizona  on  and  south  of  UB. 
Highway  66  and  New  Mexico  on  and 
south  of  U.S.  Highway  66,  (2)  from 
points  in  Kansas  on  and  south  of  U.S. 
Highway  54  to  points  in  Utah.  ’The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Etter,  Tex. 

No.  MC  111401  (Sub-No.  E88),  filed 
May  4,  1975.  Applicant:  GROENDYKE 
’TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  632,  Enid, 
Okla.  73701.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Mr.  Victor  R.  Comstock  (same  as  above) . 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  rout^,  transporting:  Chemicals, 
in  bulk,  in  tank  or  hopper  type  vehicles, 
from  points  in  Arkansas  on  and  south  of 
a  line  beginning  at  the  Texas-Arkansas 
State  line  and  extending  along  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  30  to  junction  Arkansas 
Highway  4,  thence  along  Arkansas  High¬ 
way  4  to  jimctlon  Arkansas  Highway  81, 
(HI  and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
junction  of  Arkansas  Highway  4  and 
Arkansas  Highway  81  and  extending 
along  Arkansas  Highway  81  to  the  Ar- 
kansas-Loulslana  State  line  to  points  in 
Arizona,  Connecticut,  Idaho,  Maine, 
Massachusetts,  Montana,  Nevada,  New 
Hampshire,  New  Jersey,  New  Mexico, 
North  Dakota,  Rhode  Island,  South 
Dakota,  Utah,  Vermont,  and  Wycnnlng. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway'of  Longview,  ’Tex. 

No.  MC  111401  (Sub-No.  E89),  filed 
May  4,  1975.  Applicant:  GROENDYKE 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  632,  Enid, 
Okla.  73701.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Mr.  Victor  R.  Comstock  (same  as  above) . 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid  pet¬ 
rochemicals,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
from  points  in  Texas  south  of  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  the  Texas-Louisiana  State 
line  and  extending  along  Interstate 
Highway  10  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  77, 
and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at  U.S. 
Highway  10  and  Interstate  Highway  77 
and  extending  along  Interstate  Highway 
77  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  87  to  Lavaca 
Bay  to  points  in  Arizona,  Nebraska,  Utah, 
and  Wyoming.  ’The  purpose  of  this  filing 
Is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  FYeeport, 
Tex. 

No.  MC  111401  (Sub-No.  E90),  filed 
May  4,  1975.  Applicant:  GROENDYKE 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  632,  Enid, 
Okla.  73701.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Victor  R.  Comstock  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Petrochem¬ 
icals,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles;  (1)  from 
points  in  Texas  on  and  east  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Texas-Oklahoma  State 
line  and  extending  along  U.S.  Highway 
277  to  junction  UB.  Highway  83,  thoice 
along  U.S.  Highway  83  to  the  United 
States-Mexicx)  International  ^undary 
line  and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Texas-Oklahcxna  State  line  and  extend¬ 
ing  along  UB.  Highway  271  to  junction 
UB.  lUghway  259,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  259  to  junction  UB.  Highway 


69,  thence  along  U.S.  Hlghwav  69  to  the 
Gulf  of  Mexico,  to  points  in  Iowa  and 
Nebraska;  and  (2)  from  points  in  ’Texas 
(m  and  west  of  Texas  Highway  70  smd 
on  and  north  of  U.S.  Highway  66  to 
points  in  Iowa,  Missouri,  and  Nebraska 
on  and  east  of  UB.  Highway  77.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Wichita,  Kans. 

No.  MC  113678  (Sub-No.  E8),  filed 
May  5,  1974.  Applicant:  CURTIS,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  16004  Stockyards  Station,  Den¬ 
ver,  Colo.  80216.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  David  L.  Metoler  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  Fresh, 
frozen,  and  cured  meats,  (a)  from  Den¬ 
ver,  Colo.,  to  points  in  Oregon  on 
and  west  of  Interstate  Highway  5,  and 
points  in  Washington  on  and  west  of  In- 
frozen,  and  cured  meats,  (a)  from  Den- 
terstate  Highway  5  (Alturas,  C?alif.)  •, 
and  (b)  from  Greeley,  Colo.,  to  points 
in  Oregon  on  and  west  of  Interstate 
Highway  5,  and  points  in  Washington 
on  and  west  of  Interstate  Highway  5 
(Alturas,  Calif.)*;  (2)  Meats,  meat 
products,  and  meat  by-products  as 
described  in  Section  A  of  Appendix 
I  to  the  report  in  Descriptions  in 
Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C. 
209  and  766,  (a)  from  Los  Angeles,  Calif., 
to  points  in  Florida.  Minnesota  Mis¬ 
souri.  Nebraska.  North  Dakota.  South 
Dakota,  and  Wisconsin  (Greeley, 
CPlo.)  *,  (b)  from  San  Diego,  Calif.,  to 
points  in  Minnesota,  Missoiui,  Nebraska, 
North  Dakota,  South  Dakota,  and  Wis¬ 
consin  (Greeley,  Colo.)  *,  (c)  from  San 
Francisco,  Calif.,  to  points  in  Alabama, 
Louisiana.  Mississippi,  Nebraska,  Coa¬ 
homa,  points  in  Texas  on  and  north¬ 
east  of  a  line  extending  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  83  to  junction  UB.  Highway  385, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  385  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  380,  thence  along  UB. 
Highway  380  to  junction  Texas  Highway 
6,  thence  along  Texas  Highway  6  to 
Galveston,  Tex.,  Florida,  Kansas,  Mis¬ 
souri,  Minnesota,  points  in  North 
Dakota  on  and  east  of  U.S.  Highway  83. 
South  Dakota,  Wisconsin,  and  points  in 
Iowa  on  and  west  of  U.S.  Highway  169 
(except  Sioux  City,  Iowa)  (Greeley, 
Colo.)  •,  (d)  from  Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  to 
points  in  Alabama,  Iowa,  Kansas, 
Louisiana,  (except  points  located  south¬ 
west  of  U.S.  mghway  90),  Minnesota, 
Mississippi,  Missouri,  Nebraska,  North 
Dakota,  South  D^ota,  Wisixxisin, 
AAansas,  Georgia,  Kentucky,  North 
Carolina,  South  Carolina,  Tennessee, 
Virginia,  West  Virginia,  Florida,  Illinois 
(except  Chicago,  HI.) .  (Denver,  Colo.)  •, 
(e)  frc«n  San  Diego,  Calif.,  to  points 
in  Alabama,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Minnesota, 
Missouri,  Nebraska,  North  Dakota, 
South  Dakota.  Wisconsin,  points  in 
Arkansas  on  and  northeast  of  U.S. 
Highway  65,  Ge(«gla,  K^tucky,  NcMih 
CTarolina,  South  Carolina.  Tennessee. 
Virginia,  West  Virginia,  Florida  ,  Illi¬ 
nois  (except  Crhicago.  m.)  (Denver, 
Colo.)  •,  (f)  from  San  Francisco,  Calif., 
to  points  In  Alabama,  Kansas.  Louisiana, 
Minnesota,  \nsslsslppl,  KHssourl,  Ne-^ 
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braska,  points  In  North  Dakota  on  and 
east  of  UJ3.  Highway  83,  South  Dakota, 
Wisconsin,  Arkansas,  Georgia,  Kentucky, 
North  Carolina,  South  Oeu'olina.  Ten¬ 
nessee,  Virginia,  West  Virginia,  Florida, 
Illinois  (except  Chicago,  HI.)  (Denver, 
CMo.)  *,  (g)  from  Los  Angeles,  Scm 
Diego,  and  San  FYancisco,  C?alif.,  to 
points  in  Connecticut,  Delaware,  Mary¬ 
land,  Massachusetts,  New  Jersey,  New 
Yort  Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island,  Vir¬ 
ginia,  and  the  District  of  Coliunbia 
(Greeley,  Colo.,  and  York,  Nebr.)  *,  (h) 
from  Los  Angeles,  San  Diego,  and  San 
Francisco,  CTalif.,  to  points  in  Ccoinecti- 
cut,  Delaware,  Maryland,  Massachusetts, 
New  Jersey,  New  York,  Pennsylvania, 
Rhode  Island,  Virginia,  and  the  District 
of  Columbia  (Greeley,  Colo.,  and  Lex¬ 
ington.  Nebr.)*,  (i)  from  Los  Angeles, 
San  Diego,  and  San  Francisco,  Calif.,  to 
points  in  Connecticut,  Delaware,  Mary¬ 
land,  Massachusetts,  New  Jersey,  New 
York,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island, 
Virginia,  and  the  District  of  C^)lumbla 
(Denver,  Colo.,  and  York,  Nebr.)*,  (j) 
from  Lc»  Angeles,  San  Diego,  and  San 
Francisco,  CiJalif.,  to  points  in  Connecti¬ 
cut,  Delaware,  Maryland,  Massachusetts, 
New  Jersey,  New  York,  Pennsylvania, 
Rhode  Island,  Virginia,  and  the  District 
of  Columbia  (Denver,  Colo.,  and  Lexing¬ 
ton,  Nebr.)  *,  (k)  from  Los  Angeles, 
Ban  Diego,  and  San  Francisco,  CJalif.,  to 
points  in  North  Carolina,  South  Caro¬ 
lina,  and  South  Dakota  (Sterling, 
Colo.)  *,  and  (1)  from  Colorado  Springs, 
Colo.,  to  points  in  California,  points  in 
Oregon  on  and  west  of  U.S.  Highway 
395,  and  points  in  Washington  on  and 
southwest  of  a  line  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  97  to  jimction  Washington 
Highway  17,  thence  along  Washington 
Highway  17  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  2, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  2  to  junction 
Interstate  Highway  90,  thence  along  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  90  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  10,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
10  to  the  Washington-Idaho  State  line 
(Teec  Nos  Pos,  Ariz.)  *.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gatev'ays 
indicated  by  asterisks  above. 

No.  MC  113678  (Sub-No.  E12),  filed 
May  5,  1974.  Applicant:  CTURTIS,  INC., 
4810  Pontiac  St.,  Commerce  City,  Colo. 
80022.  Applicant’s  representative:  David 
L.  Metzler  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (1)  Frozen  meats,  frozen 
meat  products,  and  frozen  meat  by-prod¬ 
ucts,  as  described  in  Section  A  of  Appen¬ 
dix  I  to  the  report  in  Descriptions  in 
Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209 
and  766,  from  the  facilities  of  Iowa  Beef 
Processors,  Inc.,  at  or  near  LeMars,  Iowa, 
to  points  in  Washington,  Oregon,  and 
Idaho  [Hall  County  (Grand  Islsmd), 
Nebr.]*;  (2)  Meats,  meat  products,  and 
meat  by-products,  as  described  in  Sec¬ 
tion  A  of  Appendix  I  to  the  report  in  De¬ 
scriptions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates, 
61  M.C.C.  209  and  766,  (a)  from  the  fa¬ 
cilities  of  Iowa  Beef  Processores,  Inc.,  at 
or  near  Leliiars,  Iowa,  to  points  in  Colo¬ 
rado  (except  Denver.  Colo.)  (Lexington, 


Nebr.)*,  and  (b)  fr(»n  the  facilities 
Iowa  Beef  Processors,  Inc.,  at  or  near 
LeMars,  Iowa,  to  points  in  Arizona,  Cali¬ 
fornia,  Nevada,  and  points  in  that  part 
of  New  Mexico  on  and  west  of  a  line 
extending  along  Interstate  Highway  25 
to  junction  U.8.  Highway  84,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  84  to  Junction  Interstate 
Highway  40,  thence  along  Interstate 
Highway  40  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  54, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  54  to  the 
New  Mexico-Texas  State  line  (Lexington, 
Nebr.,  and  Greeley,  Colo.)  *.  Restriction: 
The  operations  authorized  in  (1)  and  (2) 
above,  are  restricted  to  the  transporta¬ 
tion  of  shipments  originating  at  the  de¬ 
scribed  plant  site  of  and  storage  facilities. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateways  indicated  by  asterisks 
above. 

No.  MC  113678  (Sub-No.  E18),  filed 
May  5,  1974.  Applicant:  CURTIS,  INC., 
4810  Pontiac  St.,  Commerce  City,  Colo. 
80022.  Applicant’s  representative:  David 
L.  Metzler  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (1)  Frozen  meats,  frozen 
meat  products,  and  frozen  meat  by-prod¬ 
ucts.  as  described  in  Section  A  of  Appen¬ 
dix  I  to  the  report  in  Descriptions  in  Mo¬ 
tor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209 
and  766,  from  Ames,  Iowa,  to  points  in 
Arizona,  California,  Nevada,  and  points 
in  New  Mexico  on  and  west  (if  U.S.  High¬ 
way  extending  along  Interstate  Highway 
25  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  84,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  84  to  junction  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  40,  thence  along  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  40  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  54,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  54  to 
the  New  Mexico-Texas  State  line  (Den¬ 
ver,  Colo.)  *;  (2)  Frozen  dairy  products, 
frozen  bakery  products,  frozen  fruits, 
frozen  vegetables,  frozen  berries,  frozen 
french  fries,  frozen  pizza,  and  pizza  pie 
ingredients/  from  Ames,  Iowa,  to  points 
in  New  Mexico  on  and  west  of  a  line 
extending  along  Interstate  Highway  25 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  84,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  84  to  junction  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  40,  thence  along  Interstate 
Highway  40  to  junctiwi  U.S.  Highway  54, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  54  to  the 
New  Mexico-Texas  State  line  (Denver, 
Ccrfo.)*;  and  (3)  Frozen  dairy  products, 
and  frozen  vegetable  food  products,  from 
Ames,  Iowa,  to  points  in  Arizona  (Ala¬ 
mosa,  Colo.)  *.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  indicated 
with  asterisks  above. 

No.  MC  113678  (Sub-No.  E64),  filed 
May  17,  1974.  AppUcant:  CURTIS,  INC., 
4810  Pontiac  St.,  Commerce  City,  Colo. 
80022.  Applicant’s  representative:  David 
L.  Metzler  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (1)  Meats,  meat  products, 
and  meat  by-products,  and  articles  dis¬ 
tributed  by  meat  packinghouses,  as  de¬ 
fined  In  Sections  A  and  C  of  Appendix  I 
to  the  report  In  Descriptions  in  Motor 
Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and 
766  (except  commodities  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  and  hides) ,  from  the  plant  sites 


of  Oornland  Dressed  Beef  Company,  at 
or  near  Lexington,  Nebr.,  and  Minden 
Beef  Company,  at  or  near  Minden,  Nebr., 
(a)  to  points  in  Montana  on  and  west  of 
a  line  extending  from  the  United  States- 
CTanada  Internatkmal  Boundary  line 
along  County  Highway  247  to  junction 
Montana  Hiidiway  24,  thence  along  Mon¬ 
tana  Highway  24  to  Jimction  Montana 
Highway  200,  thence  along  Montana 
Highway  200  to  junction  Montana  High¬ 
way  22,  thence  along  Montana  Highway 
22  to  junction  Interstate  Highway  94, 
thence  along  Interstate  Highway  94  to 
junction  County  Highway  315,  thence 
along  County  Highway  315  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  212,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  212  to  jimction  U.S.  Highway 
87,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  87  to  the 
Montana- Wyoming  State  line  (Greeley, 
Colo.)  *,  and  (b)  to  points  in  North  Caro¬ 
lina  and  South  Carolina  (Sterling, 
Colo.)*;  (2)  Meats,  meat  products,  and 
meat  by-products,  as  defined  m  Srotion 
A  of  Appendix  I  to  the  report  in  Descrip¬ 
tions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61 
M.C.C.  209  and  766  (except  commodities 
in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  and  hides), 
from  the  plant  sites  of  Cornland  Dressed 
Beef  Company,  at  or  near  Lexington, 
Nebr.,  and  Minden  Beef  Company,  at 
or  near  Minden,  Nebr.,  to  points  in  Cali¬ 
fornia,  Arizona,  Nevada,  and  points  in 
New  Mexico  on  and  west  of  Interstate 
Highway  25  (Greeley,  Colo.)*;  and  (3) 
Fresh,  frozen,  and  cured  meats,  from 
the  plant  sites  of  Cornland  Dressed  Beef 
Company,  at  or  near  Lexington,  Nebr., 
and  Minden  Beef  Company,  at  or  near 
Minden,  Nebr.,  to  points  in  Oregon  on 
and  west  of  Interstate  Highway  5 
(Greeley,  Colo.,  and  Alturas,  Calif.)*. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateways  indicated  by  asterisks 
above. 

No.  MC  113678  (Sub-No.  E66),  filed 
May  17,  1974.  Applicant;  CURTIS,  INC., 
4810  Pontiac  St.,  Commerce  City,  Colo. 
80022.  Applicant’s  representative:  David 
L.  Metzler  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (A)  Frozen  meats,  frozen 
meat  products,  and  frozen  meat  by-prod¬ 
ucts,  and  frozen  articles  distributed  by 
meat  packinghouses,  as  described  in  Sec¬ 
tions  A  and  C  of  App>endlx  I  to  the  report 
in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier  Cer¬ 
tificates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766  (except 
commodities  In  bulk,  and  hides),  (1) 
from  points  In  Idaho,  Oregon,  and  Wash¬ 
ington  (except  Kennewick) ,  (a)  to  points 
in  Massachusetts,  Rhode  Island,  Connec¬ 
ticut,  New  York,  New  Jersey,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania,  Delaware,  Maryland,  Virginia,  and 
the  District  of  Columbia  (Lexington, 
Nehr.),  (b)  to  Chicago,  HI.  (Omaha, 
Nebr.)  *,  (c)  to  points  m  Alabama,  Loui¬ 
siana,  Mississippi,  Arkansas,  Georgia, 
Kentucky,  North  Carolina,  South  Caro¬ 
lina.  Tennessee,  West  Vireinia,  and  Illi¬ 
nois  (except  Chicago)  (Denver,  Colo.)  ♦, 
(d)  to  points  In  Kansas,  Missouri,  Okla¬ 
homa,  and  Texas  (Greeley,  Colo.)  *,  (2) 
frcun  points  In  Idaho  (m  and  south  of 
a  line  extending  along  Interstate  High¬ 
way  SON  to  Junction  Idaho  Highway  68, 
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thence  along  Idaho  Highway  68  to  Junc¬ 
tion  UJ3.  Highway  20,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  20  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
26,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  26  to  the 
Idaho-Wycwning  State  line,  (a)  to  points 
in  Iowa  east  of  U.S.  Highway  169,  and 
to  Sioux  City,  Iowa  (Denver,  Colo.)  *, 
(b)  to  points  in  Wisconsin  on  and  south 
of  U.S.  Highway  8,  points  in  Minnesota 
on  and  south  of  a  line  extending  along 
U.S.  Highway  14  to  Junction  Minnesota 
Highway  15,  thence  along  Minnesota 
Highway  15  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
212,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  212  to 
Junction  U.S.  Highway  12,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  12  to  the  Minnesota-Wis- 
consin  State  line,  and  points  in  Iowa  on 
and  west  of  U.S.  Highway  169  (except 
Sioux  City)  (Greeley,  Colo)  *. 

(3)  Prom  points  In  Washington  (ex¬ 
cept  Kennewick  and  points  east  of  U.S. 
Highway  97),  (a)  to  points  in  Iowa  east 
of  U.S.  Highway  169,  and  to  Sioux  City, 
Iowa  (Denver,  Colo.)  •,  and  (b)  to  points 
in  Iowa  on  and  west  of  U.S.  Highway  169 
(except  Sioux  City) ,  and  points  in  Wis¬ 
consin  on  and  south  of  U.S.  Highway  18 
(Greeley,  Colo.)  *,  (4)  froni  points  in 
Oregon,  (a)  to  points  in  Iowa  east  of  U.S. 
Highway  169,  {tnd  to  Sioux  City,  Iowa 
(Denver,  Colo.)  *,  and  (b)  to  po^ts  in 
Iowa  on  and  west  of  U.S.  Highway  169 
(except  Sioux  City),  points  in  Minnesota 
on  and  south  of  a  line  extending  along 
U.S.  Highway  14  to  junction  Minnesota 
Highway  15,  thence  along  Minnesota 
Highway  15  to  Junction  U.S.  Highway 
212,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  212  to 
Junction  U.S.  Highway  12,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  12  to  the  Minnesota-Wis- 
consin  State  line,  and  points  in  Wiscon¬ 
sin  on  and  south  of  a  line  extending 
along  U.S.  Highway  12  to  Junction  Wis¬ 
consin  Highway  29,  thence  along  Wis¬ 
consin  Highway  29  to  Junction  Wisconsin 
Highway  22,  thence  along  Wisconsin 
Highway  22  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  41, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  41  to  the 
Wisconsin-Michlgan  State  line  (Greeley, 
Colo.)  * ;  (B)  Frozen  meats,  frozen  meat 
products,  and  frozen  meat  by-products. 
as  described  in  Section  A  of  Appendix  I  to 
the  reiJort  in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Car¬ 
rier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766, 
(1)  from  points  in  Idaho,  Oregon,  and 
Washington  (except  Kennewick),  (a)  to 
points  in  Maine,  New  Hampshire,  Ver¬ 
mont,  Ohio,  and  Michigan  (the  plant 
site  of  Black  Hills  Packing  Company  at 
Rapid  City,  S.  Dak.)  *,  tmd  (b)  to  points 
in  Florida  (Denver,  Colo.)  *,  (2)  from 
points  in  Idaho  on  and  south  of  a  line 
extending  along  Interstate  Highway  80N 
to  Junction  Idaho  Highway  68,  thence 
alcmg  Idaho  Highway  68  to  Junction  U.S. 
Highway  20,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
20  to  Jimction  U.S.  Highway  26,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  26  to  the  Idaho- 
Wyoming  State  line,  from  points  in 
Washington  (except  Kennewick  and 
points  east  of  U.S.  Highway  97),  and 
from  points  in  Oregon,  to  points  in  New 
Mexico  east  of  Interstate  Highway  25 
(Denver,  Colo.)  •. 

(C)  Fresh  potato  products  and  frozen 
corned  beef  hash,  from  points  in  Idaho, 
Oregon,  and  Washington  (except  Kenne¬ 
wick)  ,  to  points  in  Massachusetts,  Rhode 


Island,  Connecticut,  New  Jersey,  New 
York,  Pennsylvania,  Delaware,  Mary¬ 
land,  Virginia,  and  the  District  of  Co¬ 
lumbia  (Hastings,  Nebr.)  *,  (D)  Frozen 
butter  and  cheese,  from  points  in  Idaho, 
Oregon,  and  Washington  (except  Kenne¬ 
wick),  to  points  in  Massachusetts,  Rhode 
Island,  Connecticut,  New  Jersey,  New 
York,  Pennsylvania,  Delaware,  Mary¬ 
land,  Virginia,  and  the  District  of  Co¬ 
lumbia  (Norfolk,  Nebr.)  • ;  (E)  Frozen 
fish,  from  points  in  Idaho,  Oregon,  and 
Washington  (except  Kennewick),  to 
New  York,  N.Y.,  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  and  Balti¬ 
more,  Md.  (Denver,  Colo.)  * ;  (P)  Frozen 
dairy  products,  frozen  bakery  products, 
frozen  fruits,  frozen  vegetables,  frozen 
berries,  frozen  french  fries,  frozen  pizza. 
and  pt22a  pie  ingredients,  (1)  from  points 
in  Idaho,  Oregon,  and  Washington  (ex¬ 
cept  Kennewick) ,  to  points  in  Oklahoma 
and  Texas  (Denver,  Colo.)  *,  and  (2) 
from  points  in  Idaho  on  and  south  of  a 
line  extending  sJong  Interstate  Highway 
SON  to  junction  Idaho  Highway  68, 
thence  along  Idaho  Highway  68  to  Jimc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  20,  thence  along  UJ5. 
Highway  20  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  26, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  26  to  the 
Idaho-Wyoming  State  line,  from  points 
in  Washington  (except  Kennewick  and 
points  east  of  U.S.  Highway  97),  and 
from  points  in  Oregon,  to  points  in  New 
Mexico  east  of  Interstate  Highway  25 
(Denver,  Colo.)*;  and  (G)  Frozen  foods, 
when  moving  in  the  same  vehicle  with 
frozen  meats,  frozen  meat  products,  and 
frozen  meat  by-products,  (1)  from  points 
in  Idaho,  Oregon,  and  Washington  (ex¬ 
cept  Kennewick),  to  points  in  Illinois 
(except  Chicago)  (Denver,  Colo.)  *,  and 
(2)  from  points  in  Idaho  on  and  south 
of  a  line  extending  along  Interstate 
Highway  SON  to  Jimction  Idaho  Highway 
68,  thence  sdong  Idaho  Highway  68  to 
Junction  U.S.  Highway  20,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  20  to  Junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  26,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  26  to 
the  Idaho-Wyoming  State  line,  from 
points  in  Washington  (except  Kenne¬ 
wick  and  points  east  of  U.S.  Highway 
97) .  and  from  points  in  Oregon,  to  points 
in  that  part  of  Iowa  east  of  U.S.  Highway 
169,  and  to  Sioux  City,  Iowa  (Denver, 
Colo.)  *.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateways  indicated  by 
asterisks  above. 

No.  MC  113908  (Sub-No.  E16),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant;  ERICKSON 
TRANSPORT  CORPORATION,  P.O.  Box 
3180,  Glenstone  Station.  Springfield, 
Mo.  65804.  Applicant’s  representative: 
John  E.  Jandera,  641  Harrlsmi  Street, 
Topeka,  Kansas  66603.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irreg^ar  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Condensed  milk  and  cream,  in  bulk, 
in  tank  vehicles,  from  Kansas  C^ty,  Mis¬ 
souri  to  points  in  Tennessee  (except 
points  m  the  Lake,  Obion,  Carroll,  Ben¬ 
ton.  Henry  and  Dyer  C\>unties) .  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gate¬ 
way  of  Little  Rock,  Ark. 

No.  MC  113908  (Sub-No.  E144).  filed 
Decenfi}er  5, 1974.  Applicant;  ESUC^EISON 
TRANSPORT  CORP.,  P.O.  Box  3180, 
Glenstone  Station.  Springfield,  Missouri 


65804.  Applicant’s  representative:  John 
E.  Jandera,  641  Harrison  Street,  Topeka, 
Kans.  66603.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Vin¬ 
egar  in  bulk,  m  tank  vehicle,  fitma  New 
York,  N.Y.,  to  Delta  and  Denver,  Colo., 
Wenatchee  and  Yakima.  Wash.  ’The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gate¬ 
way  of  St.  Paul,  Minn. 

No.  MC  113908  (Sub-No.  E374).  filed 
December  5, 1974.  Applicant:  ERIC7KSON 
TRANSPORT  CORP.,  P.O.  Box  3180, 
Glenstime  Station,  Springfield.  Mo. 
65804.  AiH>licant’s  representative:  John 
E.  Jandera,  641  Harrison  St.,  Topeka, 
Kans.  66603.  Authority  sought  to  iterate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Vin¬ 
egar  and  vinegar  stock,  m  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  from  points  in  California  (ex¬ 
cept  Riverside,  San  Bernardino,  and  Im¬ 
perial  Counties)  to  Oklahcxna  Cfity,  Okla. 
’The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Paris,  Tex. 

No.  MC  114457  (Sub-No.  El ) ,  filed  June 
3,  1974.  Applicant:  DART  TRANSIT 
COMPANY,  780  North  Prior  Avenue.  St. 
Paul,  Minn.  55104.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  Michael  P.  Zell  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Edible  ani¬ 
mal  fats,  animal  oils,  vegetables  oils,  in¬ 
cluding  products  and  blends  thereof,  in 
packages,  and  oleomargarine  in  pack¬ 
ages.  from  the  site  of  the  refinery  plant 
of  Swift  &  Company,  at  or  near  Bradley, 
ni.,  to  points  in  Nebraska  in  and  north 
of  Keith,  McPherson,  Logan.  Blame, 
Loup,  Holt,  and  Knox  Counties.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  the  plant  site  of  the  Green 
Grant  Company  at  or  near  Blue  Earth, 
Miim. 

No.  MC  114457  (Sub-No.  Ell),  filed 
June  3,  1974.  Applicant:  DART  TRAN¬ 
SIT  CX)MPANY,  780  North  Prior  Avenue, 
St.  Paul,  Minn.  55104.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Mlchsiel  P.  Zell  (same  as 
above).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Metal 
containers,  and  when  moving  therewith, 
container  ends  and  containers  acces¬ 
sories.  from  the  plantsite  and  warehouse 
facilities  of  Contmental  Can  Company, 
Inc.,  at  St.  Joseph.  Mich.,  to  pomts  in 
West  Virginia  in  and  east  of  Pleasants. 
Ritchie,  Calhoun,  Braxton,  Nicholas,  and 
Greenbrier  Counties.  The  purpose  of 
this  fiimg  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Detroit,  Mich. 

No.  MC  114457  (Sub-No.  E12).  filed 
June  3.  1974.  Applicant:  DART  TRAN¬ 
SIT  COMPANY,  780  N.  Prior  Ave.,  St. 
Paul,  Minn.  55104.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Michael  P.  Zell  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transportmg;  Metal 
containers  and  container  ends  acces¬ 
sories,  and  materials  and  supplies  used  in 
connection  with  the  manufacture  and 
distribution  of  metal  containers  (except 
commodities  in  bulk  and  those  which 
because  of  size  or  weight  require  the  use 
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of  special  equlimient),  when  moving  in 
mixed  loads  with  metal  containers,  used 
as  a  canning  factory  supply,  from  points 
in  Minnesota  in  and  east  of  Faribault, 
Blue  Earth,  NicoUet,  Sibley,  McLeod, 
Meeker,  Steams,  Todd,  Wadena,  Hub¬ 
bard,  Beltrami,  and  Lake  and  Lake  of  the 
Woods  Coimties,  to  points  in  Texas  in, 
east,  and  south  of  Bowie,  Cass,  Upshur, 
Smith,  Anderson,  Freestone,  Morris, 
Leon,  Madison,  Brazos,  Burieson,  Lee, 
Bastrop,  Caldwell,  Guadalupe,  ]^xar, 
Medina,  Uvalde,  and  Kinney  Coimties. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  St.  Louis,  Mo. 

No.  MC  114457  (Sub-No.  E13),  filed 
June  3,  1974.  Applicant;  DART  TRAN¬ 
SIT  CXDMPANY,  780  North  Prior  Avenue, 
St.  Paul,  Minn.  55104.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Michael  P.  Zell  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Metal 
containers,  container  ends,  and  acces¬ 
sories,  and  materials  and  supplies  used 
in  connection  with  the  manufacture  and 
distribution  of  metal  containers  (except 
commodities  in  bulk  or  those  which  be¬ 
cause  of  size  or  weight  require  special 
equipment) ,  from  the  plant  site  or  ware¬ 
house  facilities  of  Continental  Can  Com¬ 
pany,  Inc.,  at  Peoria,  HI.,  to  points  in 
Tennessee  in  and  east  of  Robertson, 
Davidson,  Williamson,  Maury  and  Giles 
Counties.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Kankakee,  HI. 

No.  MC  114457  (Sub-No.  E19),  filed 
June  3,  1974.  Applicant:  DART  TRAN¬ 
SIT  COMPANY,  780  N.  Prior  Ave.,  St. 
Paul,  Minn.  55104.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  KHchael  P.  Zell  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular,  routes,  transporting;  Metal 
canned  goods  containers  and  container 
ends,  accessories,  and  materials  and  sup¬ 
plies  used  in  connection  with  the  manu¬ 
facture  and  distribution  of  metal  con¬ 
tainers  (except  cmnmodities  in  bulk  and 
those  which  because  of  size  or  weight  re¬ 
quire  the  use  of  special  equipment) ,  when 
moving  in  mixed  loads  with  metal  con¬ 
tainers,  from  points  in  North  Dakota,  to 
points  in  Iowa  in  and  east  of  Kossuth, 
Humboldt,  Webster,  Carroll,  Audubon, 
Cass,  Adams,  and  Taylor  Counties.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Minneapolis,  Minn. 

NO.-MC  114457  (Sub-No.  E20),  filed 
June  3,  1974.  Applicant:  DART  TRAN¬ 
SIT  CX)MPANY,  780  N.  Prior  Ave.,  St. 
Paul,  Miim.  55104.  Applicant’s  represen¬ 
tative:  Michael  P.  Zell  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irreg¬ 
ular  routes,  transporting:  Metal  canned 
goods  containers  and  container  ends,  ac¬ 
cessories,  and  materials  and  supplies 
used  in  connection  with  the  manufacture 
and  distribution  of  metal  containers  (ex¬ 
cept  commodities  in  bulk  and  those 
which  because  of  size  or  weight  require 
the  use  of  special  equipment),  when 
moving  in  mixed  loads  with  metal  con¬ 
tainers,  from  points  in  North  Dakota  to 
points  in  Illinois.  The  purpose  of  this  fil¬ 


ing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Min¬ 
neapolis,  Miim. 

No.  MC  114457  (Sub-No.  E21).  filed 
June  3,  1974.  Applicant:  DART  TRAN¬ 
SIT  COMPANY,  780  N.  Prior  Ave.,  St. 
Paul,  Minn.  55104.  Applicant’s  represen¬ 
tative:  Michael  P.  Zell  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irreg¬ 
ular  routes,  transporting:  Metal  canned 
goods  containers  and  container  ends,  ac¬ 
cessories,  and  materials  and  supplies 
used  in  connection  with  the  manufacture 
and  distribution  (rf  metal  containers  (ex- 
c^t  commodities  in  bulk  and  those 
which  because  of  size  or  weight  require 
the  use  of  special  equipment),  when 
moving  in  mixed  loads  with  metal  con¬ 
tainers  from  points  in  Missouri  to  points 
in  Wisconsin  in  and  west  of  Pierce,  St. 
Croix,  Barron,  Sawyer,  and  Ashland 
Coimties.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Minneapolis, 
Minn. 

No.  MC  114457  (Sub-No.  E22),  filed 
June  3,  1974.  Applicant:  DART  TRANS¬ 
IT  COMPANY,  780  N.  Prior  Ave.,  St. 
Paul,  Minn.  55104.  Applicsmt’s  represent¬ 
ative:  Michael  P.  Zell  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irreg¬ 
ular  routes,  transporting:  Metal  canned 
goods  containers  and  container  ends,  ac¬ 
cessories,  and  materials  and  supplies 
used  in  connection  with  the  manufacture 
and  distribution  of  metal  containers  (ex¬ 
cept  commodities  in  bulk  and  those 
which  because  of  size  or  weight  require 
the  use  of  special  equipment),  when 
moving  in  mixed  loads  with  metal  con¬ 
tainers,  from  points  in  Iowa  in  and  east 
of  Winnebago,  Hancock,  Wright,  Hamil¬ 
ton,  Boone,  Polk,  Warren,  Clarice,  and 
Decatur  Counties),  to  points  in  Mon¬ 
tana.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Minneapolis, 
Minn. 

No.  MC  114457  (Sub-No.  E25).  filed 
June  3,  1974.  Applicant:  DART  TRANS¬ 
IT  COMPANY,  780  N.  Prior  Ave.,  St. 
Paul,  Minn.  55104.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  Michael  P.  Z^,  same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irreg¬ 
ular  routes,  transporting:  Metal  canned 
goods  containers  and  container  ends,  ac¬ 
cessories.  and  materials  and  supplies 
used  in  connection  with  the  manufacture 
and  distribution  of  metal  containers  (ex¬ 
cept  commodities  in  bulk  and  those 
which  because  of  size  or  weight  require 
the  use  of  special  equipment),  when 
moving  in  mixed  loads  with  meUU  con¬ 
tainers,  from  points  in  Missouri  in  and 
east  of  Scotland,  Knox,  Shelby,  Monroe, 
Audrain,  Boone,  Cole,  Maries,  Phelps, 
Texas,  and  Howell  Counties,  to  points  in 
South  D{>.kota,  in  and  north  of  Lawrence, 
Meade,  Haakon,  Stanley,  Hughes,  Hyde, 
Buffalo,  Jerauld,  Sanborn,  Miner,  Lake, 
and  Moody  Counties.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Minneapolis,  Minn. 

No.  MC  114457  (Sub-No.  E28),  filed 
June  3,  1974.  Applicant:  DART  TRAN¬ 
SIT  COMPANY,  780  North  Prior  Avenue, 


St.  Paul,  Minn.  55104.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Michael  P.  Zell  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  Metal 
containers  and  (2)  of  container  ends,  ac¬ 
cessories.  and  materials  and  supplies 
used  in  connection  with  the  manufacture 
and  distribution  of  metal  containers  (ex¬ 
cept  commodities  in  bulk  and  those 
which  because  of  size  or  weight  require 
the  use  of  special  equipment)  when  mov¬ 
ing  in  mixed  loads  with  metal  containers, 
from  Kankakee,  HI.,  to  points  in  Michi¬ 
gan.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  elim¬ 
inate  the  gateway  of  (Chicago,  HI. 

No.  MC  114457  (Sub-No.  E37),  filed 
June  3,  1974.  Applicant:  DART  TRAN¬ 
SIT  COMPANY,  780  N.  Prior  Avenue, 
St.  Paul,  Minn.  55104.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Michael  P.  Zell  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Metal 
canned  goods  containers  and  container 
ends,  accessories,  and  materials  and  sup¬ 
plies  used  in  connection  with  the  manu¬ 
facture  and  distribution  of  metal  con¬ 
tainers  (except  commodities  in  bulk  and 
those  which  because  of  size  or  weight, 
require  the  use  of  special  equlixnent), 
when  moving  in  mixed  loads  with  metal 
containers,  from  points  in  South  Dakota 
in  and  north  of  Grant,  CXxlington,  dso’k. 
Beadle,  Hand,  Hyde,  Hughes,  Stanley, 
Haakon,  and  Pennington  Counties,  to 
points  in  Iowa  in  and  east  of  Howard, 
Chickasaw,  Bremer,  Black  Hawk,  Ben- 
Um,  Iowa,  Washington,  Jefferson,  and 
Van  Buren  Counties.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Min¬ 
neapolis,  Minn. 

No,  MC  114457  (Sub-No.  E40),  filed 
June  3,  1974.  Applicant:  DART  TRAN¬ 
SIT  COMPANY,  780  N.  Prior  Ave., 
St.  Paul,  Minn.  55104.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Michael  P.  Zell  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  i^rate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  v^cle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Metal 
canned  goods  containers  and  container 
ends,  accessories,  and  materials,  and 
supplies  used  in  connection  with  the 
manufacture  and  distribution  of  metal 
containers  (except  commodities  in  bulk 
and  those  whii^  because  of  size  or 
weight  require  the  use  of  special  equip¬ 
ment)  ,  when  moving  in  mixed  loads  with 
metal  containers,  from  points  in  South 
Dakota  in  and  north  of  Lawrence, 
Meade,  Haakon,  Stanley.  Hughes,  Hyde, 
Buffalo,  Jerauld,  Sanborn,  Miner,  Lake, 
and  Moody  Counties,  to  points  in  Mis¬ 
souri  in  and  east  of  Scotland,  Knox, 
Shelby,  Monroe,  Audrain,  Boone,  (Jole, 
Maries,  Phelps,  Texas,  and  Howell  Coun¬ 
ties.  The  purpose  of  tUs  filing  is  to  elim¬ 
inate  the  gateway  of  Minneapolis,  Minn. 

No.  MC  114457  (Sub-No.  E42),  filed 
June  3,  1974.  Applicant:  DART  TRAN¬ 
SIT  COMPANY,  780  N.  Prior  Ave., 
St.  Paul,  Minn.  55104.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Michael  P.  Zell  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  (derate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Tin  plate 
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utilized  in  the  manufacture  of  canned 
goods  containers,  from  Milwaukee,  Wis., 
to  points  in  Montana,  North  I^ota, 
South  Dakota,  and  points  in  Lyon, 
Osceola,  Dickinson,  Emmet,  Sioux, 
O’Brien,  Clay,  Plymouth,  and  Woodbury 
Counties,  Iowa.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Mankato, 
Minn. 

No.  MC  114457  (Sub-No.  E43),  filed 
Jime  3,  1974.  Applicant;  DART  TRAN¬ 
SIT  COMPANY,  780  N.  Prior  Ave.,  St. 
Paul,  Minn.  55104.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Michael  P.  Zell  (same  as 
above).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Canned 
goods  metal  container  caps  and  en¬ 
closures.  from  the  plant  and  warehouse 
sites  of  Crown  Cork  &  Seal  Co.,  Inc.,  at 
Chicago,  m..  to  points  in  Montana.  The 
piirpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  points  in  Minnesota. 

No.  MC  114457  (Sub-No.  E46),  filed 
Jime  3,  1974.  Applicant;  DART  TRAN¬ 
SIT  COMPANY,  780  N.  Prior  Ave.,  St. 
Paul,  Minn.  55104.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Michael  P.  Zell  (same  as 
above).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  trwisporting:  Canned 
meats  and  canned  meat  products,  trom 
the  plant  site  of  Wilson  &  Co.,  Inc.,  at 
Monmouth,  HI.,  to  points  in  Montana. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  points  in  Minnesota. 

No.  MC  114457  (Sub-No.  E47),  filed 
June  3,  1974.  Applicant:  DART  'TRAN¬ 
SIT  COMPANY,  780  N.  Prior  Ave.,  St. 
Paul,  Minn.  55104.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Michael  P.  Zell  (same  as 
above).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Tin  plate 
utilized  in  the  manufacture  of  canned 
goods  containers,  from  Chicago,  HI.  (ex¬ 
cept  points  in  that  part  of  Indiana  with¬ 
in  the  Chicago,  HI.,  commercial  zone  as 
defined  by  the  Commission) ,  to  points  in 
Montana,  North  Dakota,  South  Dakota, 
and  points  in  Lyon,  Osceola,  Dickinson, 
Emmet,  Sioux,  O’Brien,  Clay,  and  Palo 
Alto  Counties,  Iowa.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Mankato,  Minn. 

No.  MC  114457  (Sub-No.  E112),  filed 
May  31,  1974.  Applicant:  DART  TRAN¬ 
SIT  COMPANY,  780  N.  Prior  Ave.,  St. 
Paul,  Minn.  55104.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Michael  P.  Zell  (same  as 
above).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Metal 
containers  and  container  ends,  acces¬ 
sories.  and  materials  and  supplies  used 
by  a  canning  factory,  from  points  in 
Minnesota  to  points  in  Louisiana.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  St.  Louis,  Mo. 

No.  MC  114457  (Sub-No.  E113),  filed 
May  31,  1974.  Applicant:  DART  TRAN¬ 
SIT  (X>MPANY,  780  N.  Prior  Ave.,  St. 
Paul,  Minn.  55104.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  Michael  P.  ZeU  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 


mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Metal  con¬ 
tainers  and  container  ends,  accessories, 
and  materials  and  suppli^  used  by  a 
canning  factory,  from  points  in  Wiscon¬ 
sin  in  and  north  of  I^pin,  Eau  Claire, 
Clark,  Marathon,  Shawano,  Oconto,  and 
Door  Counties,  to  ptoints  in  Iowa  in  and 
west  of  Worth,  Cerro  Gordo,  Franklin, 
Hamilton,  Boone,  Guthrie,  Cass,  Mont¬ 
gomery,  and  Page  Counties.  The  piupose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  Minneapolis,  Minn. 

No.  MC  114457  (Sub-No.  E114),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  DART  TRAN¬ 
SIT  COMPANY,  780  N.  Prior  Ave.,  St. 
Paul,  Minn.  55104.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative;  Michael  P.  Zell  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transpcalhig;  Tin  plate 
used  as  a  canning  factory  supply  from 
the  plant  site  of  the  Bethlehem  Steel 
Corporation,  located  at  Bums  Harbor, 
Ind.,  to  points  in  Montana  and  South 
Dakota.  The  piupose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  points  in 
Minnesota. 

No.  MC  114457  (Sub-No.  E117),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  DART  TRAN¬ 
SIT  COMPANY,  780  N.  Prior  Ave.,  St. 
Paul,  Minn.  55104.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  Michael  P.  ZeU  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Canned  meat  and 
canned  meat  products,  from  the  plant 
site  of  Armour  and  CTompany,  near 
Worthington,  Minn.,  to  points  in  Mon¬ 
tana.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  Is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  points  in 
Minnesota. 

No.  MC  114457  (Sub-No.  E122),  filed 
Jime  4,  1974.  Applicant:  DART  TRAN¬ 
SIT  CXDMPANY,  780  N.  Prior  Ave.  St. 
Paul,  Minn.  55104.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  Michael  P.  ZeU  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Canned 
meats  and  canned  meat  products,  from 
the  plant  site  and  storage  faculties 
utUizM  by  Wilson  &  Co.,  Inc.,  at  or  near 
Cherokee,  Iowa,  to  points  in  North  Da¬ 
kota,  Montana,  and  South  Dakota  (ex¬ 
cept  points  in  Charles  Mix,  Douglas, 
Hutchinson,  Bon  Homme,  Turner,  Yank¬ 
ton,  Lincoln,  Clay,  and  Unicm  Counties) . 
The  purpose  of  tills  fiUng  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  points  in  Minnesota. 

No.  MC  114457  (Sub-No.  E134),  filed 
May  25,  1974.  AppUcant:  DART  TRAN¬ 
SIT  COMPANY,  780  N.  Prior  Ave.,  St. 
Paul,  Minn.  55104.  AppUcant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  Michael  P.  ZeU  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Canned 
goods,  from  points  in  Wisconsin  in  and 
north  of  Pepin,  Eau  Claire.  Clark,  Mara¬ 
thon,  Shawano,  Occmto,  and  Door  Coun¬ 
ties.  to  points  in  Iowa  in  and  west  of 
Worth,  Cerro  Gordo,  Franklin,  HamUton, 
Boone,  Guthrie,  Cass,  Montgomery,  and 
Page  Counties.  The  purpose  of  this  fil¬ 


ing  Is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Chan- 
hassen,  Minn. 

No.  MC  114457  (Sub-No.  E137).  filed 
May  25,  1974.  AppUcant:  DART  TRAN¬ 
SIT  COMPANY,  780  N.  Prior  Ave.,  St. 
Paul.  Mlim.  55104.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative;  Michael  P.  ZeU  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Canned 
goods,  from  points  in  North  Dakota,  to 
points  in  Iowa  in  and  east  of  Kossuth, 
Humboldt,  Webster.  CarroU,  Audubon, 
Cass,  Adams,  and  Taylor  Counties.  The 
piupose  of  this  fiUng  is  to  eUminate  the 
gateway  of  Chanhassen,  Minn. 

No.  MC  114457  (Sub-No.  E138).  filed 
May  25,  1974.  AppUcant:  DART  TRAN¬ 
SIT  COMPANY,  780  N.  Prior  Ave.,  St. 
Paul,  Minn.  55104.  AppUcant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  Michael  P.  ZeU  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Canned 
goods,  from  points  in  Montana  to  points 
in  Wisconsin.  The  purpose  of  this  fiUng  is 
to  eUminate  the  gateway  of  Chanhassen, 
Minn. 

No.  MC  114457  (Sub-No.  E139).  filed 
June  3,  1974.  AppUcant:  DART  TRAN¬ 
SIT  COMPANY,  780  N.  Prior  Ave.,  St. 
Paul,  Minn.  55104.  AppUcant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  Michael  P.  ZeU  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Canned 
goods,  from  points  in  Missouri,  to  points 
in  Wisconsin  in.  north,  and  west  of  Iron, 
Price,  Rusk,  Chippewa.  Dunn,  and  Pepin 
Counties.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eUminate  the  gateway  of  Chanhassen. 
Minn. 

No.  MC  114457  (Sub-No.  El 40),  filed 
June  3,  1974.  AppUcant:  DART  TRAN¬ 
SIT  COMPANY,  780  N.  Prior  Ave.,  St. 
Paul.  Minn.  55104.  AppUcant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Michael  P.  ZeU  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Frozen 
meats  and  frozen  meat  products,  from 
the  plant  site  of  Armour  and  CiHnpany, 
near  Worthington,  Minn.,  to  points  in 
Connecticut,  Delaware,  Indiana,  the 
Lower  Peninsula  of  Michigan.  Maine, 
Maryland,  Massachusetts,  New  Hamp¬ 
shire,  New  Jersey,  New  York,  Ohio, 
Pennsylvania.  Rhode  Island,  Vermont, 
and  the  District  of  Columbia.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateways  of  St.  James  Madelia,  and  But¬ 
terfield,  Miim. 

No.  MC  114457  (Sub-No.  E141),  filed 
May  25,  1974.  AppUcant:  DART  TRAN¬ 
SIT  COMPANY,  780  N.  Prior  Ave.,  St. 
Paul.  Minn.  55104.  AppUcant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Michael  P.  ZeU  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  <H>erate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Canned 
goods,  fnxn  points  in  Iowa  in  and  east  of 
Kossuth,  Humboldt.  Webster,  CarroU, 
Audubon,  Cass,  Adams,  and  Taylor 
Counties,  to  points  in  North  Dakota.  The 
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purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Chanhassen,  Minn. 

No.  MC  114457  (Sub-No.  E149),  filed 
November  22,  1974.  Applicant:  DART 
TRANSIT  COMPANY,  780  N.  Prior  Ave., 
St.  Paul,  Minn.  55104.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Michael  P.  Zell  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irr^eular  routes,  transporting:  Paper 
containers  and  paper  container  closures, 
from  Chicago,  HI.,  to  points  in  Minne¬ 
sota,  Iowa,  Missouri,  Kansas,  Nebraska, 
North  Dakota,  and  South  Dakota.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  points  in  the  Chicago,  HI., 
commercial  zone. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Joseph  M.  Harrington, 
Acting  Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.75-13666  PU®d  6-22-75;8:45  am] 


[Notice  No.  7741 

ASSIGNMENT  OF  HEARINGS 

May  20, 1975. 

Cases  assigned  for  hearing,  postpone¬ 
ment,  cancellation  or  oral  argument  ap¬ 
pear  below  and  will  be  published  only 
once.  This  list  contains  prospective  as¬ 
signments  only  and  does  not  include 
cases  previously  assigned  hearing  dates. 
The  hearings  will  be  on  the  issues  as 
presently  refiected  in  the  Official  Docket 
of  the  Commission.  An  attempt  will  be 
made  to  publish  notices  of  cancellation 
of  hearings  as  promptly  as  possible,  but 
interested  parties  should  take  appropri¬ 
ate  steps  to  insure  that  they  are  notified 
of  cancellation  or  postponements  of 
hearings  in  which  they  are  Interested. 

MC  31436  Sub  3,  Thomas  F.  Welsh,  d.b.s. 
Reliance  Van  (Company,  now  assigned 
June  3,  1975  at  Washington,  D.C.,  Is  post¬ 
poned  Indefinitely. 

MC  61592  (Sub  321),  Jenkins  Truck  Line, 
Inc.  and  MC  119493  (Sub  110),  Monkem 
Co.,  Inc.,  now  assigned  June  5,  1976,  at 
Chicago,  HI.,  is  postponed  indefinitely. 

MC  96881  Sub  16,  Orrille  M.  Fine,  d.bJi.  Fine 
Truck  line,  Inc.,  now  assigned  July  21, 
1976,  at  Little  Rock,  Arkanaaa,  is  canceled 
and  reassigned  for  hearing  on  July  21, 1976, 
at  Fayetteville.  Arkansas;  In  a  hearing  room 
to  be  designated  later. 

MC  74331  Sub  106,  B.  F.  Walker,  Inc.,  now 
assigned  June  30, 1975  at  Washington,  D.C., 
is  canceled  and  application  dismissed. 

MC  107304  Sub  10,  Transway,  Inc.,  now  as¬ 
signed  July  8, 1975,  at  New  Orleans,  Louisi¬ 
ana  wlU  be  held  at  the  Sheraton-Cbateau 
LeMoyne,  301  Rue  Dauphlne  Street. 


MC  123407  Sub  197,  Sawyer  Transport,  Inc., 
now  assigned  Jime  10,  1976,  at  Denver, 
Colorado,  wlU  be  held  in  Room  368  3nd 
Floor,  Federal  Building  &  UA.  Post  Office, 
1823  Stout  Street. 

MC  61592  Sub  329,  Jenkins  Truck  Line,  Inc. 
and  MC  124602  Sub  136,  Sammons  Truck¬ 
ing  now  assigned  Jime  11,  1075,  at  Denver, 
Colorado,  will  be  held  in  Room  360  2nd 
Floor,  Federal  Building  Ac  UB.  Post  Office, 
1823  Stout  Street. 

MC  133233  Sub  32,  Clarence  L.  Werner,  d.b.a. 
Werner  Enterprises,  now  assigned  June  16, 
1975,  at  Denver,  Colorado,  will  be  held  in 
Room  B-230.  New  Cxistom  House,  721  19th 
Street. 

MC  111375  Sub  72,  Pirkle  Refrigerated  Freight 
Lines,  Inc.,  MC  117119  Sub  622,  Willis 
Shaw  Frozen  Express,  Inc.  and  MC  119619 
Sub  77,  Distributors  Service  Co.,  now  as¬ 
signed  June  18,  1975,  at  Denver,  Ccdorado, 
will  be  held  In  Room  B-230'New  Custom 
House,  721  19th  Street. 

MC  129480  Sub  14,  Trl-Llne  Expressways  Ltd. 
and  133941  Sub  4,  Northern  mdustrial  Car¬ 
riers  Ltd.,  now  assigned  June  23,  1975,  at 
Denver,  Colorado,  will  be  held  in  Room  587 
Tax  Court,  U.S.  Federal  Building,  1927 
Stout  Street. 

MC  111729  Bub  497,  Purolator  Courier  Corp.. 
now  being  assigned  for  pre-hearing  con¬ 
ference  on  June  23,  1975,  at  the  Offices 
of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Ck>mmisslon, 
Washington,  D.C. 

MC-F-1 1986,  Llgon  Specialized  Hauler,  Inc.— 
Purchase  (Portion)— Webb  Transfer  Line, 
Inc.,  John  C.  Ryan,  Trustee,  MC-F-1 1988 
O’Nan  Transportation  Co..  Inc. — ^Purchase 
(Portion) — Webb  Transfer  Line,  Inc.,  John 
C.  Ryan,  Trustee,  and  MC  133916  O’Nan 
Transportation  Co.,  Inc.,  now  assigned 
June  16,  1975,  at  Washington,  D.C.,  is  can¬ 
celled  and  the  application  dismissed. 

[seal]  Joseph  M.  Harrington, 
Acting  Secretary. 
(PR  Doc.75-13659  Filed  5-22-76:8:45  am] 


[Notice  No.  294] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  BOARD  TRANSFER 
PRfKEEDINGS 

■  May  23,  1975. 

Synopses  of  orders  entered  by  the  Mo¬ 
tor  Carrier  Board  of  the  Commission 
pursuant  to  sections  212(b),  206(a),  211, 
312(b),  and  410(g)  of  the  Interstate 
CcHnmerce  Act,  and  rules  and  regulations 
prescribed  thereimder  (49  CPR  Part 
1132),  appear  below: 

Each  application  (except  as  otherwise 
specifically  noted)  filed  after  March  27, 
1972,  contains  a  statement  by  applicants 
that  there  will  be  no  significant  effect  on 
the  quality  of  the  human  environment 
resulting  from  approval  of  the  applica¬ 
tion.  As  provided  in  the  Commission's 


Special  Rules  of  Practice  any  interested 
person  may  file  a  petition  sedclng  recon¬ 
sideration  of  the  following  numbered 
proceedings  on  or  before  June  12,  1975. 
Pursuant  to  section  17(8)  of  the  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Act,  the  filing  of  such 
a  petition  will  postpone  the  effective  date 
of  the  order  in  that  proceeding  pending 
its  disposition.  The  matters  relied  upon 
by  petitioners  must  be  specified  in  their 
petitions  with  particularity. 

No.  MC-PC-75713.  By  order  of  May  15, 
1975,  the  Motor  Carrier  Board  approved 
the  transfer  to  Reyco  Motor  Express, 
Inc.,  Fbrt  Smith,  Ark.,  of  Certificates  (ff 
Registration  No.  MC-28892  (Sub-No.  3), 
MC-28892  (Sub-No.  4)  and  MC-28892 
(Sub-No.  6)  Issued  April  1,  1965,  August 
23,  1968  and  December  13,  1972  respec¬ 
tively  to  Poteet  Truck  Lines,  Inc.,  Little 
Rock,  Ark.,  evidencing  a  right  to  engage 
in  transportation  in  interstate  commerce 
as  described  in  motor  carrier  Ortiflcates 
No.  B-219  and  M-362  issued  by  the 
Arkansas  Transportation  C^Ommisslon. 
David  A.  Sutherlimd,  1140  Ccmn.  Ave., 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20036,  Attorney 
for  applicants. 

No.  MC-PC-75824.  By  order  of  May  19, 
1975,  the  Motor  Carrier  Board  approved 
the  transfer  to  Helen  G.  Lee,  doing  busi¬ 
ness  as  Refrigerated  Express,  Himting- 
ton,  W.  Va.,  of  that  portion  of  the  oper¬ 
ating  rights  in  Certificate  No.  MC-4197 
Issued  December  18,  1963,  to  Logan 
Transfer  Company,  a  corporation,  Hunt¬ 
ington,  W.  Va.,  authorizing  the  trans¬ 
portation  of  such  commodities  as  are 
manufactured,  sold,  and  distributed  by 
packinghouses,  between  Williamson  and 
Logan,  W.  Va.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  Wyoming,  Logan,  and 
Lincoln  Counties,  W.  Va.,  and  between 
Logan,  W.  Va.,  cm  the  one  hand,  and,  <hi 
the  other,  points  in  Mingo  and  Wayne 
Counties,  W.  Va.,  and  those  in  Pike 
County,  Ky.;  and  meats,  meat  products 
and  meat  by-products,  dairy  products, 
and  articles  distributed  by  meat  packing¬ 
houses,  between  Logan,  W.  Va.,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Cabell  and  Putnam  Coimtles,  W.  Va., 
Lawrence  and  Scioto  Coimtles,  Ohio, 
Russell,  Ky.,  and  points  in  Boyd  and 
Lawrence  Counties,  Ky.,  and  from  Hunt¬ 
ington,  W.  Va..  to  points  in  West  Virginia, 
Ohio,  and  Kentucky  within  100  miles  of 
Huntington,  W.  Va.  John  M.  Friedman, 
2930  Putnam  Avenue.  Hurricane.  W.  Va. 
25526,  Registered  Practitioner  for  appli¬ 
cants. 

[SEAL]  Robert  L.  (^wald. 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-13657  Filed  5-22-75;8:46  am] 
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[Notice  60] 

TEMPORARY  AUTHORITY  TERMINATION 

The  temporary  authorities  granted  in  the  dockets  listed  below  have  expired  as  a 
result  of  final  action  either  granting  or  denying  the  issuance  of  a  Certificate  or 
Permit  in  a  corresponding  application  for  permanent  authority,  on  the  date  indicated 
below: 


Temporary  autliority  application 


Final  action  or  certiflcate  Date  ol  ^  ' 

or  permit  action 


Schretlln  Tank  Line,  Inc.,  MC-109  Sub-50 . 

Fairchild  General  Freight,  Inc.,  MtV33919  Sub-5 - - - - 

L.  &  M.  Express  Co.,  Inc.,  MC-M639  Sub-63 . 

Schneider  Transport,  Inc.,  .MC-51146  Sub-291 . 

Schneider  Transjwrt,  Inc.,  MC-51146  Sub-324 . . . 

Herman  Bros.,  Inc.,  M('-61396  Sub-244 . . . . 

Herman  Bros.,  Inc.,  MC-61396  Sub-263 . 

O.N.C.  Freight  Systems,  MC-71459  Sub-32 . 

Michigan  it  Nebraska  Transit  Co.,  Inc.,  MC-82492  8ub-H5 _ _ 

Michigan  &  Nebraska  Transit  Co.,  Inc.,  MC-82492  Sub-91 . 

Michigan  &  Nebraska  Transit  Co.,  Inc.,  MC-824‘t2  Sub-y6 . . 

llove  Truck  Line,  MC-95084  Sub-86 _ _ _ _ _ 

Watkins  Motor  Lines,  Inc.,  MC-95.540  Sub-807 . . . . 

Kaw  Transport  Co.,  MC-106400  Sub-99 _ _ _ _ 

KIggs  Food  Exprc.ss,  Inc.,  MC-106!r20  Sub-52 _ _ _ 

Miller  Transporters,  Inc.,  MC-107002  Sul>-447 . . . . . . . 

Commercial  Truck  Co.,  Ltd.,  .MC-1092>.M  8ub-17 . 

W’heeUng  Pipe  Line,  Inc.,  MC-111170  8ub-206 . 

American  Courier  Corp.,  MC-111729  Sub-35'.t . 

Purolator  Courier  Corp.,  MC-111729  Sul)-374 . . 

The  Manfred!  Motor  Transit  Co.,  MC-112184  Sut>-34,  36 . 

Purolator  Courier  Corp.,  5IC-112750  Sub-30U,  301 . . . . . 

Bray  Lines  Inc.,  MC-112822  Sub-290 . 

W'eiss  Trucking,  Inc.,  MC-115092  Sub-26 . . . . 

C.  E.  Reynolds  Transport,  luc.,  MC-11-1890  Sub-W . . . . 

JAM  Transportation  Co.,  Inc.,  MC-11.5311  Sub-161 . 

Neuman  Tranit  Co.,  Inc.,  MC-1160-45  Sub^ . . . 

Trombly  Motor  Coach  Service,  Inc.,  MC-116313  Sub-3- . 

Simaneic,  Inc.,  MC-119400  Sub-13 . 

Paul  Abler,  d.b.a.  Central  Transiwrt  Co.,  MC-119189  Sub-30,  32..-. _ 

U.b.a.  Ilairis  Transportation  Co.,  .MC-121300  Sub-2 . 

Scliwerman  Trucking  Co.,  MC-124078  Sub-545,  546,  580 . 

Howard  Baer,  MC-124221  Sub-42 . 

Eugene  Tripp,  MC-1245(B  Sub-13 . . . 

Becker  and  Sons,  Inc.,  MC-124711  Sub-22,  24 . 

Slgma-4  Express,  Inc.,  MC-12.5023  Sub-20.. . . . . . 

Pacific  Storage,  Inc.,  MC-127090  Sub-2 . . 

D. b.a.  Iliini-Gopher,  MC-127424  8ub-l . . . . 

May  Trucking  Co.,  MC-128527  Sul)-41 . 

BAB  Trucking,  Inc.,  MC-128866  SuM8 . 

Dubois  Trucking,  Inc.,  MC-129876  Sub-6 _ _ _ _ _ 

Grieser  Trucking  Co.,  MC-133161  Sub-9 . 

Overland  Co..  Inc.,  MC-133221  Sub-12,  14 . 

D.b.a.  Harris  Bras.,  C«.,  MC-133363  Sub-2 . 

Arlington  J.  Williams,  Inc.,  MC-113024  Sub-1^ _ 

CurUs,  Inc.,  MC-113678  Sub-507 . 

Dart  Transit  Co.,  MC-1144.57  8ub-169 . 

CecU  Claiton,  MC-133492  Sub-6 . 

Flkse  Bros.,  Inc.,  MC-133706  Sub-8 . 

Heights  Service,  Inc.,  MC-134094  Sub-1 . 

Schanno  Transportation,  Inc.,  MC-134477  8ub-38 . 

Schanno  Transportation,  Inc.,  MC-134477  Sub-39 . . 

D.b.a.  Swanson  Delivery  Serwce,  MC-134844  Sub-1 . . 

Clear  Water  Truck  Co.,  Inc.,  MC-134966 . 

Liebmann  Transportation  Co.,  Inc.,  MC-135936  8ub-8 . 

Joe  Brown  Co.,  Inc.,  MC-136008  Sub-4,  5 _ _ _ _ 

Concord  Trucking  Co.,  Inc.,  MC-136371  6ub-l,  Sub-4,  Sul)-5,  Sub-6, 

8ub-7. 

Service  Moving  A  Storage  Co.,  Inc.,  MC-136589 . . 

D.b.a.  Bestway  Moving  A  Storage,  MC-136610  Sub-1 . . . 

Copeland  Transportation  Co.,  inc.,  MC-136632  6ub-3 . 

Warren  D.  Fletcher,  MC-1368M . 

Higgins  Transportation  Ltd.,  MC-136899  8ub-6,  9 . 

T-W  Transport,  Inc,,  MC-136992 . . . 

Joseph  J.  Schmidt,  MC-138148 . 

Mt.  Snow  Shuttle,  MC-1M254  Sub  -1 _ 

D,  A  C.  Transportation,  Inc.,  MC-138385 . 

E.  B.  Hill  ExcavaUng  Ltd.  MC-138612 . 

Gary  L.  Dunphy,  MC-138704. . . . 


MC-409  Sub-47 . 

MC-33919  8ub-7.... 
MC-44639  Sub-64... 
MC-51146  Sub-316.. 
MC-51146  Sub-343.. 
MC-61396  Sub-246.. 
MC-61396  Sub-253.. 
.\IC-71459  Sub33... 
MC-82492  Sub67... 
MC-82492  Sub-92... 
MC-82492  Sul)-98... 
.MC-95084  8ul>-90... 
MC^9.5540  Sub-804.. 
MC-1()6400  Sub-100. 
MC-106920  8ub-51.. 
MC-107002  8ub-448. 
.MC-109-294  Sub-18.. 
.MC-111170  Sub-208. 
MC-111729  8ub-365. 
MC-1117-29  Sub-878. 
MC-112184  8ub-35.. 
■MC-l  12750  Siib-305. 
MC-112822  8ub-298. 
MC-11.5092  Sub-25.. 
.MC-114890  Sub-67.. 
.MC-11.T311  Sub-138. 
.MC-l  16045  Sub-41.. 
.MC-116313  Sub-4... 
.MC-119400  8ub-12.. 
.MC-119489  Sub-31.. 
MC-121300  Sub-3... 
MC-124078  Sub-540. 
.MC-134221  Sub-43.. 
MC-124505  Sub-15.. 
MC-124711  Sub-20.. 
.MC-125023  Sub-21.. 
.MC-127090  8ub-3... 
MC-127424  8ub-2... 
MC-128527  Sub-43.. 
.MC-128866  Sub-49.. 
MC-129876  8ub-7... 
.MC-133161  Sub-10.. 
.MC-133221  Sub-15.. 
.MC-133363  8ub-3... 
.MC-113024  8ub-128. 
MC-113678  Sub-517. 
MC-114457  Sub-178. 
MC-1334M2  8ub-7.„ 
MC-133708  Sub-9... 
MC-134094  8ub-2... 
MC-134477  Sub-41.. 
MC-134477  Sub-42.. 

MC-134844  8ub-2 _ 

MC-1340e6  8ub-l... 
MC-135936  Sub-10.. 
MC-16008  Sub6.... 
MC-136371  Sub-2... 

MC-136.589  Sub-1... 

MC-136610 . 

MC-136632  Sub4... 
MC-136866  8ub-l... 
MC-136899  8ul)-7... 
MC-136992  Sub-1... 
MC-138148  8ub-l... 
MC-138254  8ub-2... 
MC-138385  Sub-1... 
MC-138612  8ub-l... 
MC-138704  Sub-1... 


..  Sept.  9,1974 
.-.  Sept.  17, 1974 
..  Sept.  12, 1974 
..  Sept.  17,1974 
r.  Sept.  11,1974 
..  Sept.  18, 1974 
..  Sept.  6,1974 
..  Sept.  20, 1974 
..  Sept.  9,1974 
Do. 

...  Sept.  11,1974 
...  Sept.  3,1974 
...  Sept.  18, 1974 
Sept.  17,1974 
..  Sept.  13, 1974 
..  Sept.  3,1974 
..  Sept.  10, 1974 
..  Sept.  20, 1974 
...  Sept.  11, 1974 
Do. 

..  Sept.  9,1974 
.«  Sept.  12, 1974 
..  Septs  19, 1974 
..  SepU  10, 1974 
..  Sept.  20,1974 
..  Sept.  .5,1974 
..  Sept.  20,1974 
..  Sept.  19,1974 
..  Sept.  10,1974 
Do. 

..  Sept.  6,1974 
..  Sept.  4,1974 
..  Sept.  11,1974 
..  Sept.  13,1974 
..  Sept.  18,1974 
Do. 

Do. 

..  Sept.  12,1974 
..  Sept.  11,1974 
..  Sept.  18,1974 
..  Sept.  13, 1974 
..  Sept.  5,1974 
..  Sept.  12, 1974 
..  Sept.  13, 1974 
..  Sept.  10, 1974 
..  Sept.  11, 1974 
..  Sept.  17,1974 
..  Sept.  12, 19S4 
..  Sept.  13, 1974 
..  Sept.  6,1974 
..  Sept.  10, 1974 
..  Sept.  18, 1975 
..  Sept.  11, 1974 
..  Sept.  4,1974 
..  Sept.  10, 1974 
..  Sept.  9,1974 
..  Sept.  9,1974 

Do, 

..  Sept.  19,1974 
Do. 

..  Sept.  9,1974 
..  Sept.  10, 1974 
..  Sept.  9,1974 
..  Sept.  3,1974 
..  Sept.  6,1974 
..  Sept.  12,1974 
..  Sept.  18, 1974 
Do. 


[SEAL] 


Joseph  M.  Harrington, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-13658  Filed  5-22-75;8:45  am] 
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